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STATE OF IOWA, 

Board of Railroad Commissioners, 

Des Moines. 

To the Honorable A. B. Cummins, Governor of the State of 
Iowa : 

As provided by law, we herewith submit to you the Twenty- 
sixth Annual Report of the Board. This report will contain the 
usual statistical tables, the opinions of the Commission upon 
matters presented to it for adjudication and a record of all in- 
spections, hearings before the Board and a brief history of each 
case adjusted. 

The work of this department has enlarged to a material de- 
gree within the past few years; the correspondence of the office 
having increased more than one third. 

The law provides that certain statistical information concern- 
ing each and every railroad company doing business in Iowa 
shall be contained in the report of this Board. This we have 
tried to furnish as completely as the reports furnished us by the 
railroad companies will permit. 

The statistical tables following this report will contain the 
information referred to. 

condition op railway companies. 

In many parts of Iowa during the past year, railroad com- 
panies, in common with other interests of the State, were heavy 
sufferers from the floods. Bridges were washed away; road- 
beds loosened and in many cases destroyed; ballasting that had 
taken years to perfect was swept away; yet uniformly the rail- 
road companies made every effort to keep traffic moving and to 
repair damage as soon as the waters subsided. In spite of the 
large amount of money required to make necessary repairs, 
the companies are still expending large sums of money for per- 
manent improvements in Iowa. For years the Commissioners 
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4 TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 

have been urging upon railway companies the necessity of 
better road bed and track, straighter lines and lesser grades in 
order to enhance the safety of transportation and to reduce the 
cost of the same. 

INTERLOCKING SWITCH SYSTEM. 

The railway companies are still constructing interlocking 
switches at their crossings at grade as evidenced by the fol- 
lowing list of those placed the past year : 

Sabula drawbridge (change in) crossing of Mississippi river by C. ,M.& St. P. 
Rowan crossing C. G. W. and B., C. R. & N. 

C, M. &St. P..C.&N.-W. and Ft. D.&Omaha. 

C. & N.-W. andC. G. W. 

UK Cent. &C, R. I & P. 

C„ M. &St. P. & D. M., I. F. & N. 

C„M,& St. P. &C.R.I.& P. 

C„M.& St. P., and Iowa Cent. 

C. G. W., C, R. I. & P. and Iowa Cent. 

M. C. &. Ft. D. and C. , R. I. & P. 

C, R. I. & P. and M. C. &. Ft. D. 

M. C. & Ft. D., C. & N.-W. andC.,M. & St. P. 

C. & N.-W., N. & N.-W. and C, R. I. & P. 

C. , M. &. St. P. and C. , B. & Q. 

(change in) C.,M.& St. P., D. M. I. F. & N. 
andN. &. N.-W. 
Keithsburg drawbridge crossing of Mississippi river by Iowa Central. 

NEW LINES IN IOWA. 

During the past year about three hundred and forty miles of 
railway have been built in Iowa. This has been constructed 
mainly by the Chicago Great Western, the Chicago, Milwaukee 
<fc St. Paul and the Des Moines, Iowa Falls and Northern rail- 
way companies. In all cases the work done has been of a high 
order both as to roadbed and bridges, so that the new lines 
compare very favorably with those that have been built many 
years. 

HIGHWAY AND FARM CROSSINGS. 

In its report for the year 1900 the board said : 

"It has been the object and purpose of the railway companies, among other 
things r to strengthen and render more safe and substantial the roadbed and 
tracksthroughout the State. In many instances the excavations and obstruc- 
tions caused thereby have interfered with the view of approaching trains over 
highway crossings, and thess new conditions are making the same more or 
less hazardous. 
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BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 5 

• ' With reference to the farm crossings, many wooden trestles and other 
structures that from an early day, in addition to acting as water ways 
through the railway company's embankments, have been used as under 
farm crossings, are now being replaced with stone and other substantial 
construction, which, in many instances, has had the effect of destroying the 
under farm crossings. 

1 ' It has been the uniform policy of this Board to encourage under or 
overhead highway and private crossings, where the conditions were feasible 
and the expense thereof not unreasonable. 

1 ' While the supreme court of this State has held , in several cases, that 
a grade crossing is the rule within this State, yet we believe that the time is 
not fa** distant when such decisions may be modified. 

"As we have said in our last report, private or public crossings at grade 
may have heretofore been reasonably safe , yet, where the conditions are so 
changed, that is, obstructions along the company's right of way which may 
interfere more or less with the view of approaching trains, the increased 
number of trains and the greater speed thereof, rendering such crossings 
more hazardous and dangerous to the lives of those using the highway, as 
well as the traveling public and the employes of the railway company, 
together with the increased number of such grade crossings, a different and 
more liberal and reasonable rule may be required in order that such cross- 
ings may be reasonably safe." 

This Commission is still of the opinion expressed in the 
foregoing. 

ANNUAL CONVENTION OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 

The Annual Convention of Railroad Commissioners, with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, was held in Portland, Maine, 
July 13 to 18, 1903. All the members of this board with the 
secretary were in attendance. The convention this year was 
very largely attended, many papers were read indicating the 
work performed by commissioners in different states of the Union 
that are certain to be of great benefit to all who have in charge 
the supervision of railways under statutory authority. The 
Iowa Commission still maintains its high standing in national 
convention, having practically a permanent place upon the 
committee of statistics, one of the most important. This com- 
mittee determines the form for the annual reports of railway 
companies to either State or national commissions and the 
proper classification of different items entering into railroad 
accounts. This year Commissioner David J. Palmer was chair- 
man of the committee of * 'Taxation of railroads" and submitted 
a report in behalf of that committee that was commented upon 
by eastern papers. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 

INTERURBAN RAILWAYS. 

Many new interurban lines have been projected and no doubt, 
as soon as eastern capital can be induced to see that the con- 
struction of such lines is a good investment, many of these pro- 
jected lines will be built. The line operated between Des Moines 
and Colfax has proven a good investment and is popular with 
the traveling public. 

FREIGHT RATES IN IOWA. 

We take pleasure in calling the attention of the shippers of 
this State to a tabulated statement compiled by the railroad 
commissioners of Texas, wherein is compared the commis- 
sioners' rates in Iowa with the rates obtaining in other nearby 
states. We herewith quote from the statement mentioned : 



Digitized by LjOOQ IC 
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COMPARISON OP LOCAL CLASS RATES IN TEXAS WITH THOSE 
IN EPPECT IN OTHER STATES NAME p. 

Texas Rates quoted from Current Class Tariff 

Kansas, Indian and 

Oklahoma Territories Rates quoted from Santa Pe System Tariff 6642 

Missouri Rates quoted from Santa Pe System Tariff 7505 

Iowa Iowa Commission's Report for 1901 



RATES IN OBNTS PBR 100 POUNDS. 
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States. 


Less than Oar Loads. 


Oar Loads. 
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2 | 8 


4 


6 


a 1 


B | C 


D 


B 


20 


Texas 

Kan.,I.&O.T. 

Missouri 

Iowa 


17 
20 
28 
16.4 


16 
17 
19 
18.04 


18 
16 
16 
10.04 


11 
18 
12 
8.2 




10 
6.74 


10 


10 

6.8 


8 
8 

5.74 


6 
7 
8 
4.02 


6 
6 
7 
4.1 


6 
4 

6 
8.25 








80 


Texas 

Kan., I. & O.T. 

Missouri 

Iowa 


20 
24 
27 
17.6 


18 
21 
22 
14.06 


16 
10 
17 
11.78 


14 
16 
14 
8.8 


12 
11 
11 
6.18 


18 
11 
11 
6.2 


11 

V 
10 

6.16 



8 
8 
6.28 


7 
6 
7 
4.4 


6 

4.5 
6 
8.52 


40 


Texas 

Kan.,I.&O.T 
Missouri . ... 
Iowa 


24 
28 
81 
18.8 


22 
26 
26 
16.08 


20 
21 
19 
12.6 


18 
10 
16 
0.4 


16 
18 
12 
6.68 


17 
18 
12 
6.6 


14 
10 
11 
6.58 


11 
8 

6.64 



6 

8 
4.7 


7 
6 
6 
8.76 


60 


Texas 

Kan.,I.& O.T. 

Missouri, 

Iowa 


27 
83 
86 
20 


26 
20 
27 
17 


28 
26 
20 
18.84 


21 
21 
16 
10 


18 

16 

12 

7 


10 
16 
18 
7.06 


16 
11 
11 

7 

17 
12 
12 
7.28 


18 


10 
6 


11 
7 
8 
5 


8 

6.5 
6 
4 








60 


Texas 

Kan., I & O.T. 
Missouri. . . 
Iowa 


80 
86 
89 
20.8 


28 
82 
20 

17.68 


2) 
28 
22 
18.87 


24 
28 
16 
10.4 


10 
17 
18 
7.28 


20 
17 

14 

7.4 


14 
10 
10 
6.24 


12 
8 

5.2 



6 

7 
4.16 








70 


Texas 

Kan., I. & O.T. 

Missouri 

Iowa 


84 
40 
41 
21.6 


81 
86 
81 
18.86 


20 
81 
28 
14.4 


27 
26 
18 
10.8 

80 
27 
10 
11.2 


21 
10 
14 
7.66 


22 
10 
14 
7.8 


10 
18 
18 
7.58 


16 
11 
11 
6.48 


18 
8 

6.4 


10 
6.5 
7 
4.82 








80 


Texas 

Kao.,I.&O.T. 

Missouri 

Iowa 


87 
44 

48 
22.4 


84 
40 
81 
10.04 


82 
84 
26 
14.04 


28 
22 
16 
7.84 


24 
21 
15 
8.2 


21 
14 
18 
7.84 


18 
12 
11 
6.72 


14 

8 
10 

5.6 


11 
7 
8 
4.48 








00 


Texas 

Kan , I. & O.T. 

Missouri 

Iowa 


40 
48 
46 
28.2 


87 
42 
84 
10.72 


86 
86 
26 
16.47 


82 
20 
20 
11.6 


24 
26 
16 
8.12 


25 
28 
16 
8.6 


22 
16 
14 
8.12 


10 
18 
12 
6.96 

~21 _ 
14 
18 
7.2 


15 


10 

6.8 


12 
7 
8 
4.64 








100 


Texas 
Kan.,I.&O.T. 

Missouri 

Iowa 


44 

52 
46 
24 


41 
44 

86 
20.4 


88 
88 

27 
16 


86 
81 
21 
12 


26 
27 
17 
84 


27 
24 
17 



24 
16 
16 

8.4 


16 
10 
11 
6 


18 
7.6 

4.8 


110 


Texas 

Kan., I. A O.T. 

Missouri 

Iowa 


47 
66 

47 
26.6 

60 
67 
48 
27.2 


44 

46 
88 

21.88 


40 
40 
28 
16.7 

48 
48 
28 
17.4 


88 
88 
22 
12.66 


28 
20 

18 
a 98 


20 
26 
18 
0.7 


26 
17 
16 
8.86 


28 
16 
18 
7.6 


17 
11 
11 
6.84 

18 
12 

6.68 


14 
8 

6.12 








120 


Texas 

Kan.,I.& O.T. 

Missouri 

Iowa 


47 
48 
88 
22.86 


41 
86 
28 
18.82 


20 
81 
18 
0.66 


80 
26 
18 
10.4 


27 
18 
15 
0.82 


24 
16 
14 
8 


15 


6.44 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 
COMPARISON OF LOCAL CLASS RATES-Continued. 



i 




Less 


than Oar Loads. 


Oar Loads. 






States. 
















a 


1 


2 | 8 


4 


5 | A | B 


C 


D 


E 




Texas 


63 


49 


46 


48 


81 


82 


29 


25 


18 


16 


180 


Kan.,I.& O.T. 


60 


60 


46 


88 


88 


27 


19 


17 


12 


9.5 


Missouri 


49 


88 


28 


28 


19 


19 


16 


14 


11 


10 




Iowa. 


28.8 


28.84 


18.1 


18.98 


10.14 


11.1 


9.78 
IS" 


8.4 


7.02 


6.76 










Texas 


66 


61 


46 


44 


82 


83 


26 


19 


16 


140 


Kan.,I.&O.T. 


61 


62 


47 


89 


84 


88 


20 


18 


12 


10 


Missouri 


60 


89 


29 


24 


19 


20 


16 


14 


11 


10 




Iowa. 


80.4 


24.82 


18.8 


14.64 


10.72 


11.8 


10.24 


8.8 


7.86 


6.08 




Texas 


68 


64 


49 


47 


88 


84 


81 


27 


19 


16 


160 


Kan ,I.&O.T. 


68 


66 


49 


40 


86 


29 


21 


19 


18 


10.6 


Missouri. 


61 


89 


29 


24 


19 


21 


16 


14 


12 


10 




Iowa 


82 


26.8 


19.6 


16.8 


11.8 


12.5 


10.7 


9.2 


7.7 


6.4 










Texan 


60 


66 


61 


49 


84 


86 


82 


28 


20 


16 


100 


Kan.,I.& O.T. 


66 


67 


62 


41 


86 


80 


22 


20 


14 


11 


Missouri ... 


62 


89 


29 


24 


19 


21 


16 


15 


12 


10 




Iowa 


88.8 


26.28 


20.2 


16.96 


11.88 


18.18 


11.16 


9.68 


8.04 


6.72 




Texas 


68 


68 


62 


60 


86 


37 


84 


29 


20 


16 


170 


Kan.,I.& O.T. 


67 


69 


64 


42 


b7 


81 


28 


20 


14 


11 


Missouri 


68 


40 


80 


26 


20 


22 


17 


16 


12 


11 




Iowa 


86.2 


27.26 


20.9 


16.62 


12.46 


18.86 


11.62 


9.96 


8.88 


7.04 




Texas 


66 


60 


64 


62 


87 


38 


85 


29 


2t 


16 


180 


Kan.,I.& O.T 


09 


61 


66 


44 


89 


82 


24 


21 


15 


11.5 


Missouri 


64 


40 


80 


25 


20 


22 


17 


15 


12 


11 




Iowa 


86.8 


28.24 


21.6 


17.28 


18.04 


14.64 


12.08 


10.84 


8.72 


7.86 










Texas 


68 


68 


67 


66 


89 


86 


80 


21 


16 


190 


Kan.,I.& O.T. 


71 


68 


67 


46 


40 


83 


25 


21 


15 


11.5 


Missouri 


66 


40 


80 


26 


20 


22 


17.5 


15 


12.5 


11 




Iowa 


88.4 


29.22 


22.8 


17.94 
66 


18.6* 


16.22 
40 


12.46 


10.72 


9.06 


7.68 




Texas 


70 


66 


68 


89 


87 


81 


22 


17 


200 


Kan.,I.& O.T. 


78 


66 


68 


46 


41 


84 


26 


22 


16 


12 


Missouri 


66 


40 


80 


26 


20 


22.6 


17.5 


15 


12.6 


11 




Iowa 


40 


80.2 


23 


18.6 


14.2 


15.9 


13 


11.1 


9.39 


8 










Texas 


74 


68 


69 


57 


41 


42 


38 


82 


22 


17 


£20 


Kan.,I.& O.T. 


75 


67 


to 


48 


48 


86 


28 


28 


17 


12.5 


Missouri 


59 


44 


84 


27 


22 


24 


19 


17 


14 


12 




Iowa 


48.2 


82 16 


24.4 


19.88 


15.86 


17.22 


18.9 


11.88 


10.08 


8.6 










Texas 


78 


71 


60 


68 


48 


44 


40 


84 


28 


17 


240 


Kan. t I.& O.T. 


77 


69 


62 


60 


45 


88 


80 


24 


18 


18 


Missouri 


68 


48 


88 


29 


24 


26 


21 


19 


16 


18 




Iowa 


46.4 


84.12 


258 


21.16 

Is" 


1662 


18.54 


14.8 


12.66 


10.67 


9.2 




Texas 
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72 


60 


44 


46 


40 


84 


28 


17 


200 


Kan.,I.& O.T. 
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71 


64 


52 


47 


40 


82 


25 


19 


14 


'Missouri. .. 


67 


62 
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31 


26 


28 


23 


21 


18 


14 


Iowa 


4P.6 


86 08 


27.2 


22 44 


17.68 


19 86 


15.7 


18.44 


11.81 


9.8 
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BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. V 

THE BLOCK SYSTEM. 

The Commissioners are very much pleased to see railway 
companies adopting the Block System. By the use of this sys- 
tem collisions are made practically impossible and, of course, the 
safety of the traveling public and the safe handling of property 
. greatly enhanced. The Commissioners are not familiar at this 
writing with the expense incident to installing the Block System, 
but we do not believe the cost is so great that the prosperous 
railway companies of Iowa may not be able, within the near fu- 
ture, to equip their lines with the same. 

GENERAL OBSERVATIONS. 

While, as has been said, the work of this department has 
materially increased, we are pleased to say it is not due either 
to a desire on the part of the citizens of this State for unneces- 
rary contention or on the part of the railway companies, in the 
main, to evade the duty they owe the public. In fact, the Com- 
missioners take some satisfaction in the conditions as they are 
at the present time, as they have always endeavored to adjust 
the differences coming before them without recourse to formal 
orders or litigation. There has been no litigation upon matters 
of railroad control in Iowa for several years. There seems to be 
now an era of better understanding between the people and the 
railways. Of course, cases are brought to the attention of the 
Board where the remedy sought would not be justified on the 
showing made. In other cases the railway companies have 
insisted upon what they deemed their legal rights, ignoring, for 
a time, the advisability of adjusting such cases. In practically 
all such instances, however, the Commissioners have been able, 
by getting the complainant and the officials of the railway com- 
pany together, to bring about an amicable adjustment with a 
continuance of good feeling. The Commissioners believe this to 
be a better method of adjusting complaints and more satisfac- 
tory to all concerned than to make formal orders after formal 
hearings. It will be noted, by looking over the large number 
of cases reported in this volume, how far successful the efforts 
of the Board along these lines have been. """" 
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COMPARATIVE STATISTICS. 

We continue in this report our former comparative statistical 
tables, bringing them up to the present time. These include for 
the State of Iowa number of miles of railway, the earnings, 
operating expenses, net earnings per mile of road, number of rail- 
road employes and the amount paid for their services ; the num- 
ber of cars used and the number of the same equipped with 
automatic couplers and train brakes; the total number of 
employes killed and injured while coupling cars or falling from 
trains and the total number of passengers, employes and others 
killed and injured : 



COMPARATIVE EARNINGS AND OPERATIVE EXPENSES. IOWA, INCLUDING 
MILEAGE AND EARNINGS PER MILE. 



Year. 
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• Three C, B. & Q. lines not reporting. 
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COMPENSATION OF RAILROAD EMPLOYES IN IOWA. 



Year. 


1 

s 

p 


a 

08 S 


9 S 

5§ 


1878 


18.618 
16,841 
18,986 
21,074 
17,278 
27,112 
28.T81 
26,086 
26,761 
28,068 
2a 794 
24,642 
24,861 
27,680 
80.102 
81, 127 
28,806 
24,107 

80,000 
82,886 
87,686 
87,886 
4a 686 
42.484 


• 
• 
• 
* 

$8,829,610.81 
18, 164,288. 07 
18,070,661.66 
18,628,067.66 
18,677,780.68 
16,146,284.84 
16,286,848.81 
14,212,600.27 
16,218,188.60 
16,264,088.45 
17,870,016.80 
16,880,878.88 
16,878,740.81 
14,168 808.86 
16,062,706.70 
16,167,610.40 
17,280.216.01 
18,406,898.76 
21,868,810.66 
22,258,822.70 
28,116,006.42 
24,688,668.17 




1879 




1880 




1881 .? 

1882 


Yi.72 


1883 


1.66 


1884 


1.66 


1886 


1.60 


1886 


1.60 


1887 


1.66 


1888 


1.68 


1888 


1.67 


1800 

1801 


2.12 
1.88 


1802 


1.80 


1808 


1.68 


1894 


1.78 


1806 


1.87 


1806 

1807 


1.82 
1.81 


me 


1.88 


1809 

1900 


182 
1.80 


1901 


1.88 




1.82 


1908 


1.88 



•No data. 

AUTOMATIC COUPLERS AND TRAIN BRAKB3. 
Number of cars equipped and number of employes and accidents to employes from coup- 
ling cars and falling from trains. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



ACCIDENTS TO PERSONS IN IOWA. 





Killed. 


Injured. 


Year. 


i 

© 

8 
I 


t 

B. 


I 

O 


t 

a 

i 


t 

P. 

1 


£ 

V 

A 

s 


1878 

1879 , 


20 
2 
6 

7 
7 
4 
6 
9 
8 
8 
10 
4 

y 

5 

28 

17 
7 
4 
6 

27 
5 

14 
9 
7 
9 

7 


29 
42 
87 
67 
89 
82 
72 
72 
61 
69 
101 
85 
78 
82 
80 
81 
48 
47 
86 

40 
44 

62 
70 
65 
64 
100 


81 
40 
88 
84 
69 
65 
51 
75 
62 
65 
69 
88 
69 
91 
76 
79 
90 
82 
94 
90 
114 
95 
148 
151 
120 
148 


51 

12 

9 

17 

60 

26 

47 

89 

85 

28 

77 

25 

67 

80 

64 

78 

62 

89 

< 62 

81 

80 

101 

82 

104 

104 

1*9 


187 
108 
140 
146 
502 
256 
848 
720 
836 
b54 
664 
442 
W9 
601 
258 
682 
867 
880 
411 
291 
801 
848 
449 
686 
853 
1. 001 


85 
89 


1880 


84 


1881 * 


31 


1882 

1888 


72 

50 


1884 

1885 

1886 

1887 


69 
66 
74 
58 


1888 


86 


1889 „ 


46 


1890 


101 


1891 

1892 


92 
77 


1898 

1894 

1896 

1896 


64 
62 

74 

84 


1897 


86 


1898 

1899 

1900 : 


70 
128 
186 


4901 


142 
129 


1903 


147 



ORGANIZATION OF BOARD. 

On January 5, 1903, Edward A. Dawson, of Bremer county, 
having been re-elected Railroad Commissioner, qualified, and 
the board organized by the election of Commissioner David J. 
Palmer, chairman and Dwight N. Lewis, secretary for the 
ensuing year. T. H. Boylan was appointed clerk for the same 
period. 

Respectfully submitted, 

David J. Palmer, 
Ed C. Brown, 
Edward A. Dawson. 
Attest : 
Dwight N. Lewis, Secretary. 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 7, 1903. 
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TWENTY-8IXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 2- CAPITAL 













•d 
















Number 






Amount of Stock 




M 


X 


of 




ids. 


Per Mile of Road. 




©* 

8-S 


| 


Stock- 
holders. 


Railroi 
















4» 




fc 






* 






8 
8 




o 

5 




QD 


° - 

as 




1 

a 
»-♦ 










ooo 


8*4 


82 






8, 




900 


14,642 


46 




Ac!!! 


8, t 




BOO 


439 


8 














6, * 




300 


§,252 


10 






7, t 




100 
100 


4,100 

8 


10 

1 




o. .. 


1, f 




WO 


1,015 


1 




By... 


'8, :: 




300 
900 


6 

14 


*5 
4 




v.... 








9 






lern. 






m 

XX) 


IB 
12 


1» 
6 




b.) .. 






XX) 
XX) 
»0 

900 


80 
67* 

7 

*"*484 
""■'48 


& 
8 

1 

"is 




■••"•"' 


2, 

i, 




roo 


18,980 


2S 






8 





Total 




48, w .„ w „L. 


,VM,« W V., 




40,718 


220 



t Mileage basis. 
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STOCK— Continued . 



Number of Shares Issued. 


1 

! 
1 

3 


For Cash. 


For Con- 
struction. 


For Reorgani- 
zation. 


For Other Pur- 
poses. 


1 


8 

s 
a 

8 


i 

u 
u 


c 



a 
a 

o 
O 


■8 

u 
u 

3 

hi 
ft* 


8 
a 
a 

6 


-8 
t 

hi 


a 

o 

a 
a 
3 


-8 

1 














•1, 019,980 


•1,8U.M> 


1 


20 















2,884,8 


% 2.800.CO 


















768,997 

9,200 

40,600 

1,059,088 

754,884 

8,615 

840,501 

"748,171 

600 

2,250 

80,000 

508 

4,000 

114,996 

141,927 

4,000 


12,460,694.74 




ao'ooo 


9.200 
20,600 

'3,'6i5 




""20,*66o 
















4,060,000.00 
88,128,166.87 








12,162,906.27 














4,814,717.78 


"*282,*755 






"iio.eoo 




46, 816 

t 600 

1,586 




" 74,8i7*i66.6o 








60,000.00 


117 


598 




















8,000,000.(0 




596 












69,760.00 


$ 4,001 












400, oca oo 










79.996 

86,201 

4,000 


" "56,*726 


84 999 




11,499,500.00 




























































U5,m 






900 


900 

606 

2,088,880 

620,000 

70.000 


22,600.00 


S97 
20 





119 




280,000 
~1~496~777 


766.6(6 

240.000 


160 
477,729 


26,800.00 

2,000.00 

58,000,000.00 

7,000,000.00 


55,011 




14,990 
49,720 








1.046,726 


1,680,809 






848.069 


80.000 


I, M0. 461 


9,082.967 


$214,994,927.11 



•Purchase of the property < f the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railroad Company. 
1 Purchase of Iowa Non hern Railway. 
$ Common and preferred. 
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TWENTY-8IXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 
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© 
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88 



&£ 



2S 5 



CO^lOtO^tQ "*iO 



8 :8 
55 .S 



8883 



83 



88 
§| 

Sot 
tfSS 



838 



3fc8 
©So* 



88 



is sn 

■00 aft-T^j" 



** 



88 
28" 



88 

28" 



88 



§33 



88 : 8828 

0)10 00 04 

532 



888 :888 
z83 :ggg 

OU3IO ©*o5x> 



»C»0 5C-f M34CU3 



888S 88 



8828 I 8 

OOfiO Q 






3 . 8 
S : *" 



|888s 883 ;82588 I 53 



~8883 888 -8883 IS 
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3 



5 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. S— 





Income Bonds. 


Railroads. 


H © 

i 

n 

4 5 


! 

o 
o 

3 


!i 

SJfl 

§1 


o ® 

ll 


Ames & College 










Atchison, Topeka & Santo Fe 


$101,728,000 


$81,728,000 


$79,228,000 


$27,600,000 


Chicago, Bnrfagton & Quiricy 


Chicago Great Western." ... 7 










Mason City & Fort Dodge 










Wisconsin, Minnesota & Pacific 










Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 










Chicago & North- Western 


600,000 


600,000 


600,000 




Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 




Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 






Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley 








Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific ". 










Colfax Northern 










Crooked Creek 










Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern 








Dee Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 






Des Moines Union 










Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) 

Iowa Central 


















Albia&Centervllle 










Manchester & Oneida 










Minneapolis & St. Louie 

Muscatine North & South 














Newton & Northwestern 










Tabor & Northern 










Union Pacific 










Wabash 








Willmar A Sioux Falls 
















Total 


$102,228,000 


$82,228,000 


$ 79,758,000 


1 27,600,000 
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DEBT— Continued . 



Income Bondi. 


Equipment Trust Obligation*. 


Interest . 


j3 © 
40 

:i 

c.2 

k 

oo 

as 


1 

§ 

s 
< 


h 
§i 

as 

•< 


§1 

11 
• 11 


Interest. 


6 

OS 


. 

IS 

fc« 

S3 


c 

■c 
2* 




. 

85 

•< 


60 






















4 


$3,212,173.83 


$3,274,065 





































































•$23,000,000 














" '80,000.00 


""80,210 


•$28,000,000 








*$ i.a&aoo 




6 


*tW>U8,000 


•$25,006,018.88 


•5 


** 1,805,560 




































































































































































































































































































































































— 








$8.24i,17&83 


$8,804,275 


$28,000,000 


$28,000,000 


tat.i8A.ooo 


$25,006,018.88 


$ 1,806,800 


$ 1.805,550 



• Debenture bonds. 
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88 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No 8- STOCKS 



Railroads. 



Stocks Owned. 



Railway Stocks. 



Total Par 
Value. 



Income or 
Dividend 
Received. 



Valuation . 



Other Stocks 



Total Par 
Value. 



Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, Burllngtou & Quincy 

Chicago Great Western 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St Paul 

Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. P., Minneapolis & Omaha.. 

Fremont, Elkhorn & Mo. Valley 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Coif ax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & N. W 

Dee Moinee, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Pas Moines Union 

Dubuque & Sioux City (111. Cent) 

Iowa Central 

Albia & Centerville 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



$ 46,688,000.00 
8,084,600.00 



8,278,400.00 
21,049,422.61 



4,911,861.64 
80,814,076.00 



46,000.00 



6.80 
900,000,00 



220,000 00 



62,240,657.40 
8,106,661.68 
2,600,000.00 



$ 121,176.10 



4,067.66 



940,910.00 



96,617.60 



666,726.48 



10,695.00 



896,864 00 
288,200.00 



66, 66a 00 
1,191,301.65 
10,917,928.94 



2,617,626.00 



4,440,961.64 
'82,40i,407;68 



6.80 



•127,850,362.88 

+ 64,760.00 

2,600,000.00 



$ 8,670,804 90 
2,098,800.00 



701,800.00 
8,997,900.00 



819,600.00 



100.0C0.00 



18,478,800.00 
2,960,883.76 



Total 1178,827,476. 18 12,419. 166. 73$ 182.089,999 89*26,602, 048. 66 

•Total value of all stocks and bonds. fCost. 
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AND BONDS OWNED. 



Stocks Owned. 


Bonds Owned. 


Other Stocks. 


Railway Bonds. 


Other Bonds. 


Income or 
Dividend 
Received. 


Valuation. 


Total Par 
Value. 


Income or 

Interest 

Received. 


Valuation. 


Total Par 
Value 


Income or 

Interest 

Received. 


Valua- 
tion. 




liwamoo 

8,826.108.15 
810, 120 20 

688^322.00 


$56,696,101.58 

872,300.00 

16,000.00 

'''l'SHWO.'oO 

6,225,000.00 

6,440,600.00 

18,000.00 

1,887,000.00 


$ 872;5ii*02 

3*. 751. 76 
206.00 










$ 296.25a 00 
87,863.50 


$2,686,002.02 

806,188.50 

16,000.00 

1, 664,666."66 
6,210,000.00 


$ 1,877,400.00 
420,000.00 


$ 80,240.28 
870.00 


$206,400.00 
420,000.00 








1,730 00 
677,080.00 


14,470.00 
10,808.75 

6,180.00 






1, 837,000.00 
























1,166.72 


100,020.00 


8,525,150.00 


412,148.04 


3,210.464.88 






































































"2,506* 666.' 6o 


17,640 00 
57,008.84 












i, 060, 666.' 66 
















"i66.obo.oo 


"i,'555.'660.00 












702.40 


41,620.00 


1,585,000.00 














'2,'084,*6B8."80 
14,066.67 
















*+' 646,'666.'6o 


16.321,706*66 


272,Yl6.00 




812,260.50 


+ 636,'844.76 


68,670,040.00 
046,000.00 




162,780.27 






19,224.810.01 




$1,439,881.48 


$148,170,181.68 


$3,020,000.88 


$19,661,400.75 


$17,128,100.00 


1308, 026. 28 $727, 400. 00 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 9— RENTALS RECEIVED, RENTALS 





Rentals Re- 
ceived 
from lease 
of track, 
yards and 
terminals. 


Miscellaneous Income. 


Railroads. 


S 

o 
o 

s 

i 




c 

0) 

P. 
& 


Ames & College 








Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 


$ 81,771.51 






Chicago, Burlington &Qnincy 


578, 230. 50 
289.28 






Chicago Great Western! '. 






Mason City & Fort Dodge 








Wisconsin"! Minnesota & Pacific 








Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 


182, 607. 61 




Chicago & North-Western 


71, 924.92 i 112.AA4.12 


$ 1,687.89 


Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 






Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 

Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley 


38, 142. 26 

• 2,825.04 

67,61782 










Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific " 

Colfax Northern 


1,281,498.52 


2,680.49 


Crooked Creek 




2, 021. 75 




Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern 






Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 







Des Moines Union 


240,585.40 

29,165.78 

4,823.22 


! 


Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) 

Iowa Central 






55,086.05 




Albia& Oenterville 




Manchester & Oneida 


182,'538 03 






MinnAApoita & At- t/OUi« r . , .... 






Muscatfne North & South 






Newton & Northwestern 








Tabor & Northern 








Union Pacific 


412,822.89 
59,500.00 






Wabash ^... 






wnimftr & Sioux Falls 














Total 


$ 1,901,804.21 


$ 1,451.270.44 


$ 4,968.88 



•For period July 1, 1902 to February 16, 1903. 
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PAID AND MISCELLANEOUS INCOME. 





Rentals Paid. 


, 


For Lease of Road. 


..5. 


li- 

©J2 o 


Interest on 
bonds 
guaran- 
teed. 


Dividends 
on Htock 
guaran- 
teed. 


1 


Total. 


For lease oi 
track, yar 
and term! 
nals. 














$ 7, 450, 687. 27 










1 289,906.87 


210,666.78 








f 192, 178.95 


951,H62.95 










422, 189. 56 
























796.18 


498,810.60 








500,526.19 


110,076.28 






$ 87,646.16 


87,646,16 


127,315,16 








127,581.86 








2i,98i!i8 
2,115,684.84 


119,049.19 


I 1,859,' 475.'88 


$ 519,000.00 


21,981.18 
237,05a 96 


15,068,13 


1,278,818.08 


506,634.92 


2, 021. 75 




















4,296.68 










1,225.07 














266.00 










74,840.48 


56,066.06 


4,266.29 








4,286.29 


27,874.90 
60.00 














28,671.70 










56,049,92 


25.00 










50 00 




5.00 








124,065.82 


11,922.00 






666,921.51 


666,921.51 


232,396.11 


3,649.79 






62,957.69 














$ 9,791,924.61 


$ 1,368,742.17 


$ 519,000.00 


S 963,607.81 


$ 8.088,828.98 


$ 3,467,114.17 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 10- COST OF ROAD AND 





Cost of Construction. 


Cost of Equipment. 


Railroads. 


m 




S • 

u 




IS* 

3ocT 


6 
g 


Ames & College 














A., T. &S. F. 


$420,616,484.89 


1427,228,190.89 





$ 9,937,925.61 


$18,485,578.92 




C, B. &Q 




C. G. W 

M. C. &F D 

W. M. &P 

C, M. &St. P r 


60,078,^8.87 
2,649.902.87 
7,938,128,11 


63,804,686.56 
8,979,775.69 

8,771,476.68 


174,812 26 
81,404.00 
82,367.00 


6,659,281.26 
70,802.93 
107,782.18 


7,595,165.66 

1,577,926.14 

298,03a 48 


$8,976.83 
12,461.00 
1,081.00 


C. & N. W 














c. r. & D 














C, St. P., M. &0 














P. , E. & M. V 


1 1 








C, R. 1. & P 


98,121,511.53. 100,613,829.83 80,979.08 

180,699.85 129,719.64 21,619.94 

196, 877.82i 195,877.82; 11,123 10 

2,887.666.83 8.128.978.22 AA.915.fi9 


18,120,760.07 
11,680.87 
18,074.01 
112,488.67 


17,889,940.79 
11,781.10 
20,700.61 
112,488.67 
144,841.60 
21,697 00 

'2.'880,8i6.'58 


5,869.72 


C. N 


1,955.18 


c c 

D. , R.T.& N. W. '.'.'! 


1,175.49 
2.404.48 


D.M. I. F. & N 


...?.!: • 


1,102,259.68 
1. 09J.fiA7.no 


15,746.66 
272,641.75 

*42*8i7.66 

16,523.81 


2,069.17 


D. M U 


1,079,000.00 


12,000.00 
'l,644,'625'66 


6,424.25 


D. &8. C. (111. Cent ) 


..^_ .....:::.:: 


I.C 


21,141,172.23 21,605,696.09 
400,000.00 408.841.90 


4,789.11 


A. &C 




M. &O 












M. &St. L 














M. N. & 8 












N. & N 














T. &N 

U. P. 


82,688.07 


82,683.07 


9.407.06 


7,547.88 


7,647.88 


858.69 


Wabash 










* "388*469*89 




W. &S F 


8, 68*, 142. 72 


8,780,185.67 


26,694.11 


888,409.89 


1,276 61 


Total 


1624,014,792.29 


$640.167.212 78 


137,091,162.82 


$43,429,814 17 
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EQUIPMENT AND ACTUAL CASH VALUE. 



Grand Total Cost of Construe tioa and 
Equipment 






Is* 



s 

ft* 



Total Cost of Construe ion and 
Equipment for Iowa 



•a 1 " 8 
S" 8 



-3 oo 

0-»aS5 

H 






IJ«1 



s °£ 






• Estimated . + Proportional. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE NO. 13.— INCOME 





Payments From Net Income. 




Dividends on Stock. 


3 

a 

9 

B 

£ 

u 

o 




Railroads. 


Common. 


Preferred. 






3 


a 



o 

a 


c 


•*» 

fl 



o 

a 
< 


13 
I 


Ames & College 














Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 












Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 








$ 237,\'61.40 






Chicago Great Western 


4 


•$482,075.85 


6 


$54,855.49 


$ 749,827 25 
54,865.49 


Mason City St Fort Dodge. 


Wi<uv>nftiW! Minnesota & Pacific* . 








884] 199. 77 
t 430,578.28 


Chicago, Milwaukee & St Paul . 

Chicago and North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 


J* 


1,172,114 68 
f 785,614 42 


8 
7 


2,056,814 41 
tl, 166, 092. 66 


Chicago, 8c. P. , Minneapolin St O. 

Fremont, blkhorn&Mo Valley I. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 


6 


t 54,440.87 


f 88,582.08 




t 92,972.40 






Colfax Northern 














Crooked Creek 

Davenrort, Rock Island & N W. . 
Des Moines, Iowa Halls & Northern 














Des Moine* Union 










Dubuque & Sioux City (III. Cent. ). . 
Iowa Central. 














Albia & Centerville 






Manchester Sb Oneida 














Minneapolis & St. Louis 


5 


101, 160.00 


6 


67,440.00 




168,600.00 


Muscat ine North & South , 






Newton & Northwestern 














Tabor & Northern 












Union Pacific 

Wabash 














wiiimar & ?>ionx Falls 



















$2,545,805.80 


— 




$54,855.40 




Total 


$1,688,001.43 


$4,287,662.22 



* Debenture stock, t Proportional. \ For period July 1, 1902, to February 16, 19, 3. 
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ACCOUNT— IOWA— Continued . 



From Operations year 
Ending June 80, 1903. 


On June 80, 1902. 


For Tear. 


On June 80, 1908. 


i 


1 


i 
8- 
& 


43 

I 


i 

3 


CO 

g 
! 

1 




1 


i" 

& 




$ 1,804.41 
"269,866.40 














$ 75,699.21 














1,856,096.80 






































11,141.67 
1,804,946.89 

6,*548.*79 
















t$2,480,O05.26 








t$2,688,964.70 

t 263;712.*17 
t 22,160.98 




f 153,969.44 










$2,989.96 






$ 9,488.75 


f 288,062.17 
f 4,248.72 




t$29,840.00 




f i7.902.26 








8,717,126.87 
12,655 91 








696.' ie 


7,101.84 
6,471.02 
85,888.46 








19,767.75 
6,874.86 
85,888 46 










696.16 














357.67 








867.68 


















' 602,918.98 

11,075.05 

214.77 
















125,908.39 






1,478.07 


118,855.27 






21,496.08 
'76,065.*29 


$10,661.83 
82.92 


11,046.00 


3,061 68 





8,451.48 






8>7, 456.86 
40,967.10 


148,250.62 


184,171.82 








116,062.89 


24,268.88 










J, 485.59 


















85,022.35 
866, 82a 86 


























88,075.80 










• 
















15,72(^145.87 


$2,977,78026 


12,766.522.86 


$99,498.88 


$10,694 75 $81. 40a 28 


$8,048,166.07 


$ 821,116.60 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 16— INCOME ACCOUNT 





1 


Payments From Net Income. 






Dividends on Stock. 


i 

a 
© 

S 

I 

& 

A 

o 




Railroads. 


Common. 


Preferred. 






1 


•*» 

a 
p 
o 

< 


as 


4» 

s 

I 

< 


Total. 




4 ' 

7 

4 




....| 








$4,078,220 00 
7,758,456.25 
•1,025,003.88 


5 i k 70R.Aon.nn 




$ 9,786,910.00 




5 


"568,620.00 


$'"54,855.'49 
66,846.64 


7,758,465.25 

1,594,818.38 

54,855.49 




-pi 

6 ' 


'4*383, 792. 60 
8,060,414.00 


66,846.64 




7 
8 


8,201,883.00 
1,791,600.00 


7,665,675.50 
4,852,014.00 








O. 


1,118,800.00 


7 


787,976.00 


1,901,276.00 


r+ .... 








4,680,766.50 






987,891.07 


5,618,667.67 

























irn .... 








j ...... 








.... 





:::::: : 

















800,060.00 


5 










5 


200,000 00 




500,000.00 




































4 
"i" 


4,850,602.00 

ssojooo'oo 


4 


8,982,892.00 




8,888,084.00 








280,000.00 










Total 




181,011,838.58 




$16,881,161.00 


$1,059,098.20 


$48,401,687.78 



♦.Debenture. 
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—ENTIRE LINE— Continued. 



From Operations 
Year Boding Jane 80, 1003. 


On Jane 80, 1902. 


For Year. 


On Jane 80, 1006. 


i 

■a 

i 


■*» 


00 

p 

! 


*a 


© 




i 

1 


I 




$ 1,804.41 










$ 16.'858.'660.08 

85.428,884.47 

168,882.48 




$ 4,111,410.27 
6,687,806.16 


$ 16,087,415.28 

19,786,081.82 

166,701.88 






18,286,174.57 






7,681.16 






$ 7,681 16 
















''sftttfcOO&oi 
10,111,04a 62 

"8,*486;6o6.*80 

2,880,668.68 

18,007,104.98 

7,101.84 

6,471.02 

47,806.14 








' 8B,400,*66i06 
10,778.466.64 

, *8,'8oaoi8*oi 

12,894,796.21 
16,616,809.12 

19,767.75 
6,874.86 

47,886.14 




8,817,663.44 






'661,'4l6.Q2 


6,648.70 


$2,969.06 













$ 0,48a 76 


018,046.11 




6oo,ooaoo 




636,248.68 








2,600,014.14 












12,666.01 




."!!. !!'...".' 




606J6 






606.18 










867.66 








867.68 
















sm'.ii 


885,211,89 


14.7d0.62 
806,488.47 


.... 




2,811.28 
1,727.81 


*866,arr."29 


882, 75a 60 




214.77 


81,486.06 
76,066.20 


10,661.88 
07.62 


11,046.02 


8,061.68 


410.96 
1,260,517.29 




8,451 48 
1,281,488.60 




11,817.68 


4O,'967.*i0 








116,062 88 


24,268.88 










1,486.60 


""696, 668.' 27 
















2,998,510.82 
642,420.79 
422,479.19 


.... ... 


8,878,804.80 
181, 42a 62 




4,078,886.84 
860,004 40 
429,006.77 




106, 16a 06 




6,686.66 






















t 17.572.806.68 


$ l.fW, 788.97 


f 92.905.480 01 


19Q.49K.83 


f2.4o» % PP8 61 t8.889.«09 27 


$107. 662. 168. 42 JUfiQ 60a 84 



+ForperlodJalTl. 1908, to February 16. 1903. 
}On February 16, 1903. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 17— 





Passenger. 


Railroads. 


Originating 
and termi- 
nating in 
Iowa. 


Originating 
bat not 
terminating 
in Iowa. 


Terminating 
bat not 
originating 
in Iowa. 


9 

II 


lit 












$ 8,877.99 

46,601.68 

2,489,147.96 

820, 86a 21 

67,686.02 

7,097.15 

2,126,886.68 

a 189, 66a 07 

10,412.86 

265,697.21 

• 4,59a01 

8, 800, 07a 88 

2,888.66 

1,168.18 

2,986.00 




$ 886,082.69 
07,686.02 
8,619.66 

1.690,'lia77 
10,844.45 

'• 6*80 

1,901,072.96 
2,88a 66 
1,168.18 
2,986.00 
4,686.67 

""esi'wasa 










$'"148,026.99 


i'ldaaaaw 


$""188,480.66 


Ic. 
0. 


86.64 

•*"'i,424.'68 
625,840.09 


" 88i,*699.'i6 
81.27 

•" i,*081.16 
441,099.80 


8,477.49 
" 806,848.' 40 

'•""2,085.87 
492,662.99 


K' 








ID 








4,585.67 










b.) 


168,702.08 


181, 82a 88 


120,922.96 


1,121. 48a 64 

888,524.78 

a 544. 81 










N 












5,62a 66 
180, 167. 16 














• 6,480.06 

192.88 

8,969.81 








6,480.05 

192.88 

8,959 81 

a 080. 46 


... 


2,06a98 

67,821.76 
9.566.00 


1*827.86 

88,988.86 
19,687.68 


4,*688.'61 

20,085.46 
1,099.49 


. .. 


86,168.09 
20, 67a 88 


202,449.16 
61,015.46 


Total 


14.771.188.06 


$ 1,268.666.92 


$1,148,916 98 


$ 1,640,151.90 


$14, 817, 69a 89 



•For period July 1, 1900, to February 16, 190a 
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EARNINGS— IOWA. 



108.78 
800.00 



+$ 



6,129.08 

161,216.79 

61,787.24 

2,140.61 

888.09 

187, 07a 02 

287,849.41 

800 66 

11,461.22 

466.96 

218,806.96 

106.78 

800.00 

4,068.14 

111.82 



87,956.20 

19,280.18 

286.18 

667.24 

9,116.21 

680.98 

261.04 

487.87 

8,045.66 

10,967.87 

8,791.49 



7,924.62 

600,262.15 

67,940.76 

5,141.50 

1,682.02 

286,688.61 

409,666.01 

1,264.92 

26,484.77 

956.12 

878,411.65 



682 08 

771.26 

96.27 



108,857.87 

51,940.60 

1,147.84 

849.28 

27,966.07 



618.12 
481.22 

8,010.71 
8% 62a 06 

7,881.00 



168.01 

7,141.25 

68.07 



75,627.46 
4.808.41 



814.75 



2,861.72 
1,714.60 



660.80 



981.81 



....I 1,018.519.96* 1.P06.M7.46I 262.086.66$ 99,482.111 17,698.284,47 



6,015.72 
168.82 



8,CT7.w 

69,828.19 

8,191,888.85 

944,088.10 

76,880.43 

9,876.66 

2,716,787.09 

8,858,074.6* 

12,248.61 

299,664.96 

6,088.68 

4,016,881.91 

2,442.88 

2.140.29 

7#76.40 

4,800.96 



1,840,846.86 

464,066.40 

10,204.72 

6,646.12 

224,002.91 

6,111.08 

1, 071.49 

5,091.80 

U, 086. 81 

252,972.20 

68,286.07 



i Including extra baggage. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 18— EARNINGS- 





Freight. 


Railroads. 


Originating 
and termi- 
nating in 
Iowa. 


Originating 
bat not ter- 
minating in 
Iowa. 




$ 2,084.75 

















829,061.8? 

281,251.90 

10,780.48 


$ 845,455.86 








1,718,287.62 
7,778.50 


1,992,878.69 




8,829.68 


A 








6, 04a 88 




2,808,429.79 
81.949.88 
20,988.88 


2,110,966.72 
















17,444.28 










481,648.68 


557,818.11 




28,296.72 
8,818.98 














42,487.66 
89.028.62 
14,868.61 

128,587." 72 

87,799.61 














8,500.06 
91, 528. 82 




4M78 92 






Total 


1 5.498.082.98 


S 5.160,075.74 



• For period July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1908. 
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IOWA— Continued . 



Freight. 



fJI! 



II 

II 



I 



a 



* 866,(588.66 



MOB, Ml. 28 

6,756.70 



$1,404,065.76 

11, 264.68 

2,887,818.70 



8,870.87 
1,527,827.11 



88,122.62 
2.181.717.M 



21 

5,81 

2,44 

2J 

1 

8.4C 

*** 

61 

£ 

8,U 

8 

S 

1 



B4.76 
58.80 
78.08 
16.72 
51.80 
35.17 
57.11 
97.80 



97.00 
88,87 
4tt 28 
18.88 



71.87 
14.28 



557,756.78 



488,512.78 



6,504.72 
87,584.86 
65,586.72 



M, 178. 48 
24,871.80 
42,870.78 



2,080,281.26 

1,818,582.88 

28,285.72 

8,818.88 

824,876.08 

42.487.68 

88, 02a 62 

14,868.68 

46,278.21 

242,677.70 

288,181.08 



% 4. 180, 041. 72S7.2M, 114. 17 $88. 880,807.51 



S 471.25 
t M.27 



11,287.86 
887.68 



2.566.00 

210, 818. M 

5,841.778.08 

2,445,216.72 

281,261.80 

22,085.17 

8,461,467.11 

8,212,885.16 

28,751.47 

671,867.00 

M. 088. 87 

8, 128, 84a 28 

81,848.88 

20, 08a 83 

a 071. 67 

17,444.28 



11 483.08 

270,626.72 

8,67a 1H.44 

a 889, 264. 82 

807,682.88 

81,810.82 

11,168,244,20 

12,065,968.81 

84.884.88 

870.851.86 

61,07265 

1^ 189,272. 19 

84,882.21 

22,179.09 

10,847.27 

2a 264. 19 

"a486,'4i4.'62 

1,78a 641. 28 

8^,600.44 

14,921.10 

Ma 878.99 

4a 688. 69 

40,u*Ul 

19,9f8.89 

60, 86a 02 

688,610.74 

803,446.66 



I22.88U8S 38,40a?40 68S 66,002.026.16 



6, 887. CO 



57.00 



a 860. 24 
878.51 



2,08a06&26 

1,318,582.88 

2a 786. 72 

8,876 88 

824,876.08 

42,487.66 

80. 02a 62 

14,868.68 

4a 278.21 

84a 687.84 

240,158.69 



+ Deduction. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 19— EARNINGS— 





Other Earnings from 
Operation. 


Railroads. 


00 

SS=g 
? 0,0 

00 


S2 
3 ,f 


Ames & College 






Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 






Chicago, Burlingr on & Quino y 

Chicago threat Western 


$ 45,973.32 




Mason Cltv & Fort Dodge . . . 

Wisconsin. Minnesota « Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 







Chicago A North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 


m'40 

+ 9,82575 




Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 


$ 4,540.5* 


Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley* 


Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 7 


940.08 

1.986 00 
20,748.88 




Colfax Northern 




Crooked Creek 




Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern 


MB. W 


DesMoinec, Iowa Falls & Northern 




Des Moinen Union 






Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) 

Iowa Central 




"'4,6W.*8r 


Albia & Centerville 


5.00 


Mfl.nohe<ter ft Oneida 




Minneapolis & St. Louis 


801.90 


19a fti 


Muscatine North & South 




Newton & Northwestern 


"'ie.'soi.'fio 




Tabor A Northern 

Union Pacific 




Wabash 




Willmar & Sioux Falls 


1.485.07 








Total 


1 78,fl8ft.4S 


1 9.50H.79 



• For period July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1908. 
+ Deductions. 
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IOWA — Continued . 



Other Earnings from Operation. 


■3 

^ 

ii 

»a- 

C%Mt-H 


Ill 


1 


Rents from 
yardfl.tracks 
and termi- 
nals. 


Rents not 
other wise 
provided 
for. 


u 

9 

< 


o5 




• 










$ 


$ 2,148.96 


$ 217.59 
87,208.29 




$ 407.49 

61,564.18 

881.48 

832.00 


$ 1.288.02 

16,948.70 

8, 192. 18 

142,921.25 


$ 4,062.06 

154,079 44 

4,028.61 

143,258.25 

192.67 

28,898.62 

27,154.88 

670.99 

+ 2,088.85 

46.64 

61,146 81 

80 50 

2,021.75 

25,768.66 

9 46 

240,685.40 

285,574.79 

84,834.69 

155.61 

7,'i8L91 

2N.00 






























10,184.57 


$""i8.60Bi82 


18,259,06 

12,012.56 

240.00 

1,062.22 

46.64 

1,880.06 

10.00 

1.75 






1,682.51 

.60 

104.81 














1,569.28 










29,528.00 


3,511.74 
2a 50 


4,611.47 


20,680.52 

84.00 

4,814 86 






.... 




83.55 








9.46 










240,685.40 
29,166.78 
8,181.18 








"19,826.48 


" 869.*40 


8,184.87 


248,274.69 

5,909.82 

150.61 


















2,758.16 




3 120.00 




808.25 




25.00 
















260.74 
801.07 






56.10 
11,172 17 


816.84 
142,802.91 




888.88 


109,001.06 


4,897.15 








815 24 






2,260.81 












I 66,128.01 


S 52.560.06 


1 406.499.17 


* 97,218 88 


$ 467,977.99 


1 1,157.057.96 


$ 57,150.068.09 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 20— EARNINGS— 



Passenger Earnings. 





Passenger Revenue. 


Railroads. 


, 


lit!* 


a* 



8 

► 

32 








$ 8,877.99 




S 8,627,216.26 


$ 217,514.17 


8,809,701.08 

18,880,848.82 

1,668,868.40 

07,686.02 




1,068,868.46 
07,686.02 
148,766.24 








148,760.24 






9,512,200.87 


A.. 


12,895,888.86 

10,412.76 

8,207,868 82 

717,802.01 

10,046,000.08 

2,488.76 

1,168.18 


719.6S6.78 

.40 

40,287.19 

4,960.02 

684,808.01 

18a 20 


12,170,147.18 

10,412.88 

8, 107, 121. P8 

711,861.99 

9,400,867.07 

2,888.66 

1, 168. 18 






2,980.00 








4,686.67 












1,249,629.70 

468,516.06 

8,546 62 

6,028.06 

890.818.77 

5,480.06 

8,904 84 

5,090,888 66 

6,622,021.87 

888,888.87 


101.484.12 

2,807.98 

.71 


1,148,045.68 

400,048.10 

8,644 81 

5,828.66 

880,946 88 

5,48a 06 

192.88 




9,807.89 




5. OS 

87,489.23 

887,121.02 

8,211.56 


8,969.81 

6,068,899.82 

0,186,60a 85 

836,157.88 


Total 


4 51,846,911.88 


t 2, 118,80a 75 


S 78.177,129.00 



* For period July I, 1902 to February 10, 1908. 
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ENTIRE LINE. 



Pasenger Earnings. 



1 


i 


4 

8" 


o 


u 

& 
s . 

If 
1' 








1 66,726.66 

146,416 68 
106,648 86 

2,549.'i& 

677,698.66 
25,886.76 


$ 8.877.99 


$ 1,004,986.27 

2,048,614.05 

111, 98a 94 

5.141.50 

16,693.88 

1,466,920.46 

1,187,858 87 

1,264.92 


$ 1,408.848.65 

1,179,700.68 

108,574.49 

2, 140 61 

6,898.88 

768.674.65 

919,764.80 

800.56 

174,998 46 

76,781.87 

606,226.89 

108.78 

800.00 

6,678.42 

111.82 


$ 116,008.88 
248,008.06 
22,210.80 

i,5iaso 

2,821.80 
192,201.32 
229,882.46 
265.67 
70.7U0.84 
12,423 26 
192,980.56 


la 884, 264. 88 

17,609,082.28 

1,997,778.05 

76,880.48 

172.214.43 

•12,646,695.86 

14.587,989.68 

12,248.61 


288,266.69 
110,129.27 
964.695.24 


8,9oaoo 

85a 00 


3,664.994.62 

912,486.39 

11,224,758.25 






2, 442. 88 


682.08 






2,140.26 


1,061.88 


64.80 




0, 695 75 


96.27 




4,809.96 








109,810. ii 

62.870.04 

1, 147.84 


90,468.80 

24,070.8? 

266.18 

667.24 

51, 44a 22 

680.98 

t 261.04 

487.87 

42a 912. 97 

464,645.19 

14,200.48 


22,243.85 

8,688.69 

266.94 


2,881.66 
2,000.00 


1,873,454.90 

667,777.60 

JO, 204. 72 


849.28 




6,545.12 


78.690.96 


20.992.64 


2,160.00 


1,034,280.09 
6,111.08 


618.12 






1.071.49 


481.22 


162.90 
88,078.80 
95,680.68 
6,028.67 




6,091.80 


1,646.918.44 




7,208,804.02 


716,200.00 
88.862.07 


59,006.46 
48a 00 


7,470,992.22 
879,728.46 


$ 9,806.840.88 


$ 0.816,481 16 


$ 1,829,686.64 


t 1,060,668.66 


S 91,710,810.40 



t Including extra baggage. 
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TWENTY 8IXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 21— EARNINGS 





Freight 




Freight Revenue. 




4» 


Leas Repayments. 


Railroads. 


Us & 

o 


1*1 






$ 2,084.75 
28,019,778.58 


$'i,078,015.'67 





$ 1 ( 078,015!07 




6,088,487.68 
281,251.90 
451,858 00 


















1,552,896.98 

887.95 

88,109.89 

82, 07a 88 






?"'• 


87,714,285.00 

22,701.88 

8,558,880.04 

2.888,942.80 

25,055,046.60 

82,100.88 

20,038.88 


$217,010.95 

' 100, 9&L 08 
9,78ai0 


1,770,012.98 

887.95 

258,120.97 

42,810.78 

809, 58a 86 

160.76 
















n. .. 


















)... 


2, 619, 26a 46 

1,906,420.85 

24,018.97 

8,318,98 

2,276,000.75 

42,487.06 

89,023.62 

14,868.09 

20,825.346.87 

14,414,980.88 

1,187,002,25 


182,23a 14 




162,288.14 

66,56a 87 

7ia22 


... 












60, 48a 22 










.... 














400, 98a 75 

1,067,407.58 

88,997.40 


.... 


547,504.19 


689,968.89 






$987160.52 




Total 


$152,531,189.24 


$8,401,789.85 


$5,771,484.00 
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— ENTIRE LINE— Continued 



Earnings. 



% 



2,064.75 

28,941,763.46 

42,181,982.86 

5,688,487.68 

281,261.90 

461,868 00 

84,797,046.37 

86,944 222.18 

22,868.*8 

8,800,769.07 

2,841,126.67 

24,846,466.78 

81, 949.? 8 

20,068.88 

8,161.67 

17,444.28 

'"i'&i' t 6ih'.i& 

1,889,866.48 

28,296 72 

8,818.98 

2,224,620 68 

42.487.66 

89,028 62 

14,808.69 

20,418,414.92 

18,827,478.76 

1,098,604.79 



$ 26,884.08 
47,296.42 



471.26$ 
21,886.87 



34,718.21 



$ 46,086.1 



121,816.44 

887.60 

1,202.62 

5,797.75 



6,016.00 



57.00 



842,867.97 
2,088.52 



* 228,714.887.97 



2.666.00 

26, 090, 48a 41 

42,179,276.98 

5,688,437.58 

281,251 9( 

451,868.00 

84,877,800.11 

86,066,187.57 

22,751.47 

8,801,961.69 

2,840,928.82 

24,845,456.78 

81,949.88 

20,088.88 

8,101,67 

17,444.28 



2,408,081.32 
1,889,868.48 

28,295.72 

8,876.98 

2,224,520.58 

42,487.06 



14,808.09 

20,418,414.92 

18,069,880.72 

1,100,706.31 



8,888,480.22 

2,897,f.30.O8 
88,500.44 
14,921.10 

8,258,750.62 

48, 598.69 

40,095. 11 

19,959.99 

27,626.718.94 

21,140,828.94 

1,480,431.70 



$ 108.845.711 40,086.58$ 602,080.01$ 224,871,300.22 



$ 810, 081, 610.62 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 22-EARNINGS— 



Railroads. 



Other Earnings From Operation. 



00 



n 

SI 



Sisj 






Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, Burlington & Qolncy 

Chicago Great Western 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago & North-Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota .... 

Chicago, St. P. , Minneapolis & Omaha. . 

Fremont, Elkhorn & Mo. Valley* 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & N. W 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central). .. 
Iowa Central ... 

Albia & Oenterville 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

WiHmar & Sioux Falls 



$ 50,926.80 
881,808.19 



Total. 



$815,677.01 



48,270.96 



t 56,180.91 
158,686. 90 



880.49 
27,745.72 



15,893.97 



63,866.80 



2,749.99 



1,986.00 
52,512.96 



788.62 



87,149.18 
64.00 



5.00 



6,788.68 
6,279182 



25,910.81 



297,290.17 



14,066.15 
66,'786.76 



I 1,816,769.70 



I 80.672 871567,279.81 1 826,29ft. 82 



86,680.7a 



7,028.44 
20. » 



9.46 
979*67 



260.74 
07,546.78 



•For period July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1908. 
fRevenue train mileage basis. 
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ENTIRE LINE -Continued. 



Other Earnings From Operation. 


Total gross 
earnings 
from opera- 
tion—entire 
line. 


^ • 1 


Rente from 
tracks, 
yards and 
ter- 
minal*. 


gg-S 


8 

■88 

5 


n 


e 8 8 a 

iS&Sl 

2&5o4i 
a. 


$ 81,771.51 
578,230.70 


$ 96,213.49 


• 49,239.56 

340,068.72 

138. 67a 14 

142,921.26 

1,112.37 


* 648,000.28 

1,960,238.61 

187,707.62 

143,268.25 

1,884.87 

188,241.60 

183,201.88 

570.99 

154,368.28 

3,160.61 

239.277.68 

80.59 

2.02U5 

58,968.47 

9.46 

240,585.40 

286,074.79 

48,929.87 

165.61 


$ 11,488.99 

88.622,767.67 

61,647,696.72 

7,818,918.15 

450,885.66 

625,452 80 

47,662,787.67 

50,787,228.97 

85,665.97 

12,111,814.54 

8,762,570.82 

86,809,492.61 

84,422.80 

24,200.84 

76,790.79 

22,268.65 

240.535.40 

4.122, 61.01 

2,441,566.95 

88,656.05 

14,92110 

8,417,874.87 

48,623.69 

40,095.11 

20.276.88 

28,602,715.82 

21,200,828.94 

1,504,185.26 


$ 11,488.99 

274,708.77 

8,727,790.88 


289.26 


6,519.19 

832.00 

772.60 

102,601.87 

77,841.81 

240 00 

18,050.44 

616.46 

6,177.24 

10.00 

1.75 

5,627.89 


3,667,072.64 
450,885.58 




46,082,66 




18,717,836.87 


71,924.92 

38,142.28 

2,825.04 
67,617.62 


18,539.68 

.50 

1,558.51 

219.11 

68,560.16 


14, 648, 26a 22 

86,565.97 

849,008.15 

48,789.69 

12,912,897.80 
84,422.80 




84.00 


24.200.84 
86,610.88 
22,268.66 






240,685.40 




248,274.69 

6,927.54 

150.61 


240,686 40 


29,165.78 
4,823.22 


8,684.37 


3, 721, »89. 41 
1,817,026.92 






88,666.05 






14,921.10 
665,560.90 


182,688.03 




6,721.76 


158,624.25 
25.00 




25.00 


48,623.69 




40,095 U 

20,276.88 

202,662.98 

599, 610. 74 






56.10 
100,373.68 


8 6 84 
976,996.88 
59,500.00 
28,703.50 


412,322.89 
69,600.00 


42,727.26 
" 2,751.77 




19,084.86 


306,696.95 


$ 1.718,686.58$ 868.645.68 


$ 1,142.460.57 


$ 5, 508,761. 28 


1 821.590.871.90 


S 68,007,229.17 



Digitized by 



Google 



50 



TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL RBPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 23- OPERATING 



Railroads. 



Maintenance of Way and Structures. 









U 



A mea & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Pe. . .- 

Chicago, Burlington & Qulncy 

Chicago Great western 

Mason City & Port Dodge. 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paulf 

Chicago & North- Western! 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha I . 

fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley t$.... 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern 

Des Moines, Iowa Palls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) 

Iowa Central 

Albia& Oenterville 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine No • th and South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux Palls 



760.80 

22,672.60 

841,769.29 

294,781.13 

27,018.18 

4,644.00 

1,108,271.13 

860,146.98 

7,618.16 



2.478 42 
1,081,649.89 
2,856.01 
4,647.14 
7,084.82 



18,641.16 

471,191.88 

196,978.01 

6,761 60 

1, 40776 

67,847.86 

16,761 86 



1,606.60 

11,864.06 

116,139.87 

24,886.10 



Total. 



64.42 

•16,577.81 

12,187.08 

47.41 

15.16 

169,401.80 

94,879.97 



186.62 

88 

171, 926.' 1*5 

76,618.39 

15,809.22 

1,618.50 

178,580.37 

146,648.44 

1,870.23 



864.77 

94,516.90 

22.50 



4.08 



378. f 8 

282,470.29 

1,746.64 

3,22;. 10 

60.02 



11,274.00 

129,860 18 

2,098.17 

71.87 



96.58 



4,966.26 

2,864.89 

23,938.70 

61.64 



7,496.00 
88,148.94 
77,691.72 

6,274.47 

15*248." i6 
11,046.43 

592.68 

1,206.18 

23, 688. 29 

2,66864 



$5,182,640.78 S 629.084.P2 I 1. 057, 976. 48 



♦Credit. fTrain mileage basis. ^Proportional. 

$For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1908. 
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EXPENSES-IOWA. 



Maintenance of Way and Structures. 



Repairs and 
renewals of 
bridges and 
culverts. 


Repairs and 
renewals of 
fences, road 
crossings, 
signs and 
c'ttle g'ards 


Repairs and 
renewals of 
buildings 
and fixtures 


Repairs and 
renewals of 
docks and 
wharves. 


Repairs and 
renewals of 
telegraph. 


00 




1 


$ 487.49 
9, 179. 57 




$ 44.05 

11,228 33 

117.243.82 

19,055.00 

2,701.73 

331.89 

213,930.67 

167.226.83 

605.77 






S 15 94 

482.66 
5,267.10 


$ 4.75 


$ 


$ 219. 17 

47,801.88 

11,488.37 

1,658.61 

204 50 

60,269.98 

49,106.28 

450.90 




$ 276.82 

13,995.51 

9,560.25 

666.79 

170.00 

12,651.48 

5,200.25 

59 86 




246,470.66 

80,290.60 

5,826.81 

1,004.21 


•$ 112.11 

• • • i 


'"'4,'756.'88' 

1,696.06 

10.41 

818,019.00 

607.34 




6. 764128 
6,844.61 






869,011.46 

176.282.60 

8,044.90 


749.87 
2,119.07 













762.80 


131.84 
40,211.81 

16.80 
186.98 

65.82 


725.72 

24,067.71 

99.08 

sa 80 

918.91 




37.18 
18,986.92 


3.81 
4,080.12 




866,644.82 

869.13 

1,592.41 




1,999.81 




2,718.70 




87. 5i 
19.96 


1.28 










2, 172.08 


2,910 15 

28,842.42 

80, 09b. 08 

862.83 


4,172.00 
62,201.66 
29,119.87 

1,178.64 






j2.715.18 

2,481.89 

400.51 




85,788.71 

72,182.54 

674 04 


6,712.69 
2,180.52 


2,707.27 
417.82 
















" 487.*88 
19.60 


87.04* 


947.28 




14,921.88 


4,751.37 
157.31 

50.67' 

278.04 
7,822.18 
1,323.66 


19,151.74 
9.20 

5.08' 

10,641 58 
24.143.17 
4.964.94 






1,899.59 














1,899.52 


i6 07* 

287.71 
74.87 


.60 


9,122.40 


1,749.92 


'1,224.86 


89.71 

2,899.28 

888.67 


28,192.40 


56,178.53 
2,198.81 


158.98 


264,9ia96 
36,611.68 




1 1,461. 889. R8 


$ 281.902.58 


$ 718.845.49 


S 16.721.68 


$71.17».71 


$16,269.18 


$888, 74a 64 


$9,748,216.21 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 24-OPERAT1NG 



Railroads. 



Maintenance of Equipment. 



5 ® 



Hi 



OS 



Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 

Chicago Great Western , 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago & Worth- Western 

Chicago, Iowa& Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha.. 

Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley* 

Chicago. Rook Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Daren port, Rook Island & Northwestern. . . 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) — 
Iowa Central 

Albia& Centerville 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis) & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



Total 



1,572.76 

42,429 82 

6,562.90 

682.21 



28,106.36 
43,499.91 



115.07 
62,126.86 



2,500.00 
11,617.89 
6,872.66 



2,047.30 



482.88 

8,944.88 

716.48 

212J176r81 



789.21 

16,116.90 

484,429.66 

240, 128 70 

14.6U8.00 

1,416.94 

349,287.42 

464,161.90 

658.87 



1,104.20 

611,818.48 

616 16 

1,910.89 

1,176 64 

647.86 

10,718.56 

268,368.59 

105,051.68 

1,329.44, 

1,028,84 

26,443.34 

7,613.78 



189.26 
7,272.29 
54,101.89 
18,246.45 



I 2,678,169.08 



202.10 

4,752,69 

137,023.99 

41.6U9.10 

3,223.52 

43a 96 

144,087.80 

152,390.67 

785.53 



198.04 

132,11*2.28 

183.63 



30.89 
400.00 


64,011.29 

18,689.91 

221.67 



8,815.49 
79.83 



58.26 

1,163.47 

14,287.48 

1,844.68 



726.156.92 



•For period July 1, 1902 to February 16, 1903. 
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EXPENSES— IOWA— Continued. 



Maintenance of Equipment. 



RepairHand 
renewals 
ot freight 
car*. 


Repairs and 
renewals 
of work 
cars. 


Repairs and 
renew a' r 
of marine 
equip- 
ment. 


Repairs and 
renewals 
shop ma- 
chinery 
and tools. 


pp. 
3*2 * 

I s - 


8* 














S 548.49 

1,184.84 

6,167.68 

59,025.47 

5,529.08 

320.84 

29,816.59 

44, 59a 80 

8.08 


I 1,489.80 


* 17,480.80 
474,284.10 
140,310.10 


$ 769.02 
12,119.38 




$ 1,970.96 

21.166.72 

15.640.66 

1,219.67 

128.96 

86,027.42 

86,876.91 

67.69 


1 76.02 
3,066.86 
6,606.38 

2,225.72 

8,119.10 


42,921.46 

1,180.647.09 

506,818.16 


7,730.3rt 






88,082.69 


810.76 






8,110.94 


606.206.48 


24,989.67 

14,687.18 

f38.44 




1,120,646.46 


488,860.19 
91.40 


$ 591.60 


1,248,278.01 

1,568.08 

77,142.98 


604.86 

423,042.41 

98.69 


20.88 
21,769.76 





49.40 

68,018.74 

15.66 


9.06 
8,694.64 


98.39 
tl28.886.24 


2.199.90 

1,188,822.91 

869.04 


661.41 








50.00 


2,622.30 


860.16 






72.92 

6.40 

8,268.12 

27,59a 48 

8,974.67 


3.06 
18a 12 

2,i48."06 

WO. 18 


2,148.66 


808.56 


ii,'6l6.*87 

8,315.54 
86.46 




4,661. i6 

80,148.78 
2.960.47 


2,069.92 


1, 187. 15 
247,017.42 




27,284.96 
666,911 87 


79,698.44 
1,010.87 





286,118.30 
2,596.84 


6.64 






171.10 


922.76 


1,086.48 


19,697.37 


148.48 




8,568.12 


61,698.96 


906.64 




8,60ai6 






















3.10 

1,008.74 

11,292 40 

42.04 




22.00 
2,229.20 
4,187.69 

64.86 


222.81 


8,623.80 

36,761.72 

8,886 5ft 


110.67 

3,848.5» 

897.06 


1,210.77 


41.70 
817 29 
100.85 


15,871.68 
128,460.15 
25,297.88 


1 2.453,979.72 


$ 98,126.95 


$ 1.802.27 


I 231,987.44 


1 22.250.06 


S 68,569.82 


S 6.665,360.06 



iCredit. 
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TWENTY-8IXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 25— OPERATING 



Railroads. 



Conducting Transportation. 



II 



4i! 



i 11 



Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Pe 

Chicago, Burlington &Qulncy 

Chicago Great Western 

Mason City & Port Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota &> Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul , 

Chicago & North-Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha. 

Fremont, Blkhorn & Missouri Valley* , 

Chicago. Rock Island Ss Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rook Island & Northwestern .... 

Des Moines, Iowa Palls & Northern 

Dee Moines Union 

Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) 

Iowa Central 

Albia & Oentervllle 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South. 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux Palls 



Total. 



2,857.88 

149,060.0? 

12,980.18 

2,260.00 

#5.53 

168,369.26 

91,467.84 

2,164.80 



139.44 

167,676.43 

1,200.00 

2,654 44 

71.93 



3,20d 00 
75,890.02 
30,706.96 



9,727.82 
2,878.38 



1,422.64 
11,084.5 
5,706.24 



1,124.60 

14,742.65 

516,676.75 

278,772.46 

20,699.54 

2, 92a 81 

877,975.87 

920,606.15 

2,474.86 



1,965.41 
816,998,48 
1,829.91 
2,775 94 
1,264.09 
4,144.28 

22,415.76 

842,295.68 

170,787.26 

2,168.69 

2,140.92 

36,488.76 
6, 57a 02 
3,204.18 
1,249.85 
7,311 88 

62,289.02 

17,044.59 



S 726,264.63$ 4, 187. 772. 68 $ 5, 150, 972. 12 



i 1. 

22, 

598, 

420, 

35, 

4, 

1.174, 

1,066, 

2, 



711.97 
695.89 
996.16 
268.10 
284.97 
129.92 
209.25 
662.18 
910.51 



4,081.70 

1, 1.1, 728.01 

2,006.17 

L', 288, 74 

1,044.50 

8,675.64 

8,215.96 

271,961.96 

197,886.52 

2,465.08 

2,211.91 

58,292.24 

4,284.60 

3,382.78 

2,208.64 

9,088.88 

60,851.94 

39,6 4.90 



* For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1908. 
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EXPENSES— IOWA— Continued. 



Conducting Transportation. 



«Ofl • 



§3g8 

-32 a 



Jill 



ft 



&?8 



§£ 



4.07 

174.10 

33,086.80 

22,074.27 

2,616 89 

176.60 

41,442.14 

46,058.87 

180.07 



101.77 

41,251.74 

29.08 

216.20 

875.24 

244.40 

3,228.19 

18,041.48 

11,209.46 

329.22 

17.09 

1,786.55 

335.99 



8.40 
8,188.29 
4,271.01 
2,127.68 



$ 282,515.30 



25500 

758.69 

18,115.86 



162 76 
27,71906 
34,849.44 

152.59 



94.85 
28,628.48 



128 04 

26.14 

65.88 

466.20 

16,226.12 

7,084.05 

88.63 

148.66 

1,676.21 

373.42 

240.00 

41.86 

877.70 

2,768.01 

881.86 



468.18 

10,868.67 

21,190.60 

1,508.31 



17,716.65 

18,941.47 

9.58 



31,472.96 
195.91 



14.55 

4,084.17 

6,881.99 

6,573.37 

79.77 



775.71 



71.01 

188 99 

1,404 98 

374.17 



186,006,70 $ 121,288.06 



1,040.60 

9,021.82 

349,070 22 

177,713.60 

18,080.2 

2,276.28 
696,610.22 
685,766 23 

2,168.85 



1,490.88 

5S0.652 76 

1,657.12 

698.21 



8, £85. 12 

10,697.25 

212,08a 14 

108,240.63 

1,388.80 

1,485.65 

24,846.11 

1,699.85 

7,858.46 

672.81 

8,266.94 

42,911.11 

12,960.21 



4,675.06 

86,886.02 

11,821.87 

1,472.70 

13$. 40 

125,094.87 

106,155.85 

811.30 



188.62 

168,766.48 

34.08 



177.27 
88.54 

965.10 
74,807.77 
12,606.12 

150.67 



6,821.29 

48.70 

201.36 

24.06 

3,927.68 

14,207.78 

1,644. " 



$ 2,806,068.42$ 617,615.46 



480.00 

14,241 68 

144,586.88 

81,886.41 

3,317.85 

368.73 

353,195.40 

344,101.78 

8.40 



294.28 
182,747.67 



1,713.86 



23,608.19 
75,189.66 
25,838.57 



7,012.52 
1,521.26 



37,478,06 

26,076.74 

1,486.14 



6,496.92 

98,206.88 

66,971.46 

6,477.77 

857.62 

96,487.79 

142,411.63 

860 97 



810.84 

178,513.07 

132.46 



1,808.72 
837.04 



58,665.03 

26,890.01 

687.62 



10,154.81 
1,495.00 



46.59 
2,676.51 
12,796.03 
8,681.40 



t 1,324,683.75$ 698,892.16 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 26— OPERATING 



Railroad*. 



Conducting Transportation. 



Sfe 






580 

00 



Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka& Santa Fe 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 

Chicago Great western 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago & North- Western...., 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota. 

Chicago, St Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha . 

Fremont, Elkrjorn & Missouri Valley * 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rook Island & Northwestern. . . 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) .... 
Iowa Central 

Albia & Oenterville 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & 8t. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

Willmar & 8ioux Falls 



Total. 



6,981.02 

310,782.88 

206,754.01 

11,111.11 

1,827.16 
680,148 71 
501,099.21 

2,450.16 



61.58$ 

25, 449. 19 

15,786.03 

1,408 65 

190.25 

53,469.18 

58,940.«8 

513 46 



961.98 

404,831.84 

l,Oi0.9U 

1,451.89 

3,961.10 

1,401.17 

22.4S7.20 

180,747.25 

58,108.76 

2, 05a 58 

74a 7 8 

21,678 81 

4,081.84 

1,440.00 

798.46 

90,992.12 

49,401.49 

8,567.20 



155.13 

41,814.06 

55.78 



318.96 

4 25 

972 10 

24,310.68 

5,887.80 

54.74 

99.97 

1,980.61 

206.18 



72 8- 
4,895.* 
3,180.07 
1,358.61' 



$2 664,772.48$ 240.726.93 



• For period from July 1. 1902, to February 18, 1908. 



583.79 
87,116.97 
15,655.00 
1,296.10 
218 78 
37,80139 
79,788.19 



85 21 



87,802.18 
2,64169 



1,29a 90 



3,654.99 



$ 217,676.09 
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EXPENSES— IOWA— Continued. 



Conducting Transportation. 



a J ® 

c a> o 

3" 


Hire of 
equip- 
ment- 
balance 


Loss and 
damage. 


si 

a© 

a ** 


O 


Operating 
marine 
equip- 
ment. 


. 60 

^1 
















$ 1,431.98 
5,273.71 


f$ " 5,984.26 


$ 2,664.19 

46,970.44 

24,180.40 

2,091.19 

256.88 

75,967.02 

84,527.59 

221,66 


$ 1,096.02 
51,916.86 
37,806.19 
6,723 26 
288.22 
87,068.48 
146,150.21 


$ ' 191.31 
18,048.81 





$ 1.41&83 

44,261.45 


18,647.26 




10,010.75 


5,204.06 






' 




239.98 


502.02 








40.722.39 
117.85a 41 


12,307.55 

18,783.09 

30.09 


$ 878.*ii 


48,355.75 

50,077.90 

4.90 










880.68 


137.66 


190.88 
106,177.27 
62.47 
65.50 
106 52 
215. 10 


104.20 
92,728.22 


29.00 

10,278.97 

23.25 


29.27 


78,379.40 




114,725.10 




196.95 
20.00 




12.15 




27.85 

907.28 

2,799.10 

228.20 

47,988.16 

8,582.57 








28.08 




2.18 


1,239.08 


















147,287.97 




45.H07.42 

16,271.60 

174. 12 

56.98 

4.K34.25 

106.45 


5.196.97 

0,777.99 

71.56 


14,834.41 








818.45 


3.204.87 








61.19 












2,848.07 

isaoo 


704.42 
240.04 




978.30 


68 75 


2,387.90 


35.00 








270.82 
363 45 


808.27 


44.18 

570.45 

5.501.02 

2,235.57 

t 417.789.10 


5.25 

872.88 

9,987.83 

985.34 


14 45 

489.76 

1,031.1? 

77.49 


'2,'551.*36 


3.00 
883.16 


13,047.88 
6,925.44 


896.28 
8,048.5b 


3,660.91 
209.38 








S 440. 5*. 18 


$ 1.568.20 


$ 499. 164 38 


t 70.927.26 


t 3 , 429. 47 


S 292,017.08 



+ Credit 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 27— OPERATING 



Railroads. 



Conducting 
Transportation. 



it* 

fl OS 

O 



Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe . ... 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 

Chicago Great Western 

Mason City & Port Dodge 

Wisconsin, Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & 8t. Paul 

Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago. St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 

Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley* 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern. . . 

De-» Moines Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union ... 

Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) .... 
Iowa Central 

Albla & Centerville 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



3,801.01 

03,428.28 

92,510.30 

2.180.34 

228.00 

135,030.60 

121,649.72 

80.32 



165.63 
255, 54a 28 



45, 767. 10 
11,885.26 



6,018.82 



Total. 



. 2,484.89 

21,691.63 

8,86876 

796,273794 



•For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 190i. 
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EXPENSES— IOWA-Continued . 



Conducting Transportation. 



3" 


H 

ill 


Rents for 
tracks, 
yards and 
terminals. 


Rents of 
build in gd 
and other 
property. 


1*1 
00 


s 

o 


1 










$ 42.25 

924.66 

82,820.42 

10,110.98 

177.78 

28.65 

53,792.10 

48,293.55 

19.75 


$ 170.52 

306.9b 

t 181.66 

19,012.85 

175.24 

91.36 

48,667.28 

4,526.02 


$ 4.829.41 


$ 197.90 






$ 23689 


95,053.70 




S 69,188.21 
36,478.93 


2,729,576.36 




* 6,885.00 




1,586,966.82 






12J.077.58 




* 14,*2il.42 






16,240.70 


85,4i6.36 


91,479.70 
30,697.87 


12,719.22 
6,631.96 


4,843,615.20 
4,Ttf8,581.32 


.16 




14,608.88 










*i9 

11,438.02 

896.06 

448.55 

12.69 


2w6.685.86 


18.86 


680. # 98 

28.40 


il5.26 
17,824.46 


29.87 
62,686.91 


76.21 
84,411.29 


11,069.66 

4,623.892.78 

8,880.58 






266.98 


169.81 
178.44 
728.44 
562.00 
40,886.52 
10,441.17 


10,834.67 






1,862.02 
1,225.07 


lb, 698. 47 






20,202.50 










101,208.41 


666.20 




74,091.43 

918.07 

60.00 


4,511.74 
806.99 


4.41&81 
1,671.90 


1,818,738.62 
721,421.19 






12,881.80 










3,066.'68 

5.00 


6,911.05 






800.00 
61). 00 


204.81 
17.27 


4,507.64 
610.73 


204,142.49 






26,689.27 






15,826.78 




18.02 






17.50 
8,617.98 
6,028.09 
1.082.88 


54.74 


5,820.18 


81.89 






173,517.87 


868.41 
82 




7,741.83 
21,660.81 


3,278.78 
1,514.26 


265.70 
85.74 


365,667.60 
140,571.17 


* 86.788.10 


$ 90,228.82 


1 352,578.70 


$ 91,904.08 


S 808.806.04 


1 89,511.18 


$ 22,788.069.81 



+ Credit 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 30-OPERATING 



Railroads. 



Maintenance of Way and Structures. 



II 



.2 




Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 

Chicago Great Western 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Paci 4c 

Chicago, Milwaukee & 8t. Paul 

Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha. 

Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley • 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern . . . 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) .... 
Iowa Central 

Albia & Centerville 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern , 

Union Pacific 

Wabash.... 

Willmar & 8ioux Falls 



Total. 



750.80 

2,790,648.88 

4,477,726.26 

689.462.26 

27.018.18 

64,914.21 

8, 833, 464.66 

8,687,890.28 

7,618.16 

904,916.98 

828.288.69 

2,771,909.07 

2,856.01 

4,647.14 

12,426 44 



18,641.16 

487,747.19 

286,178 51 

6,761.50 

1,407.76 

214,260. 60 

16,751 85 



1,606 69 

1,712.807.08 

l,a72,302.45 

182,726.26 



574,247.28 

886,879.85 

24,256.01 

47.4) 

21-. 64 

688,607.72 

892,707.15 

841*279.83 

46,862.61 

408,976.65 

22.60 

20L20 



11,275.00 

188, 86a 64 

2,678.91 

71.87 



6,4*6.77 



4,966.26 

184,804 88 

347,412.21 

144.63 



.... $28, 869, 870. *H| 8.454.000.47 f 5,314,233.021 6,661 791.18 



186.62 

768.772.77 

1,809,307.86 

161,232.78 

16,809.22 

28,122.67 

620,327.90 

606,010.17 

1,87a 28 

194,661.68 

48,794.98 

614,622.32 

1,746.64 

8,221.10 

6a 73 



487.49 

661,071.17 

1,480,606.17 

61,948,61 

6,826.81 

14,846.77 

1,282,180.19 

788,496.76 

8,044.90 

279,121.66 

99 t 6S0.89 

761,199.56 

889.18 

1,602.41 

4,184.81 



7,496.00 

84,478.47 

101,424.68 

6,274,47 



2,172.06 

92,026,08 

100,488.61 

674.04 



72,780.92 
11,046.48 



86,660.28 
1,899.69 



592.68 

861,588.16 

8tt, 006.60 

26,897.21 



1,899.82 

296,078.84 

816,290.78 

87,990.66 



• For period July 1, 1902 to February 16, 1903. 
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EXPENSES-ENTIRE LINE. 







Maintenance of Way and Structures. 






11! eg . 

M a c o &w « 

O »-*h O « O 00 


Repairs and 
renewals of 
baildings 
and fixtures 


Repairs and 
renewals of 
docks and 
wharveB. 




a ft 
ao 


Other ex- 
penses. 






$ 44.05 

089,882.00 

871,080.84 

88,111.05 

2,701.73 

4,784.10 

748,380.08 

095,810.85 

005.77 

208,117.08 

94,841.08 

840,060.49 

99.03 

88.80 

1,270.45 








$ 4.76 * 


1 80,284.78 




$ 76,782.84 

86,390.28 

19,060.06 

056.79 

2,4 8.00 

48,011.83 

21,037.79 

69.86 

14,222.80 

4,868.49 

46,820.12 


$ 1,898.25 
2,288.70 
10,634.07 

2,005.'52 

8,817.28 

984.'74 

488.12 
11,192.80 






211.532.74 


$ 8,887.97 






22,970.74 


9,512 06 

1,096 00 

148.73 

1,106,000.00 

2,627.10 




1,653.61 






2,921.42 

20P.416.19 

204,822,95 

450.90 


28,"508.40 

30,801.09 




41,848.08 


1,031.57 
159.' 47 




17,108.75 






115,825.82 
10.80 


0,169.18, 




180.96 












88.19 




58. m 
19.95 


1.66 








2,716.18 

2,979.50 
408.96 




2,910.15 


4,172.00 
04,078.02 
40,921.08 

1,173.04 






24,880 07 

82,901.98 

802.88 





5,888 50 
8,561.68 


2,878.06 
532.24 




20,577.99 


90,260.10 
9.20 




2,009.06 
19.00 


858.98 


1,862.18 




1W.8I 














50.07 


6.08 

852,899 00 

850,408.94 

17,906.17 








.60 


9,122.40 
2,980,5)8.99 


45,639.07 


17,777.20 


80,060.95 

42,078.89 

1,090.17 


8,350.91 

4,175.81 

320.67 


106,272.08 
7,986.80 


2,284.18 


3,700,901.09 
274,010.46 








% 1.149,728.46 


S 4,028,115 28 


S 89,761.86 


t 401.208.9? 


$ 50, 310 00 


1 1,134.899 54 


S 40,742,488,49 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL KEEORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 31— OPERATING EXPENSES 



Railroad*. 



Maintenance of Equipment. 



c 
c . 

CD 



|s:i 



•OJE 



x « 



Amee & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Pe. 
Chicago, Burlington & Quinoy 
Chicago Great western 



Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin, Minnesota & Pacific. 



Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul . 

Chicago & North- Western , 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Oman * . 

Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley * 

Chicago, Rook Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern ... 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dubuque & 8ioux City (Illinois Central) 
Iowa Central 

Albia & Oenterville 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis. 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern.... 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific ... 

Wanash 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



Total 



179.086.0? 

2K276.60 

11,126.82 

632.21 



07,650.86 
180,990.47 



80.611.64 

15,038 01 

180,214.89 

616.16 



2,600 00 
12,270.89 
8,761.29 



8,860.88 



780.21 

1,748, 68.74 

8,201,8*6.65 

481,128.74 

14,698.00 

20,241.95 

1,218,472.61 

1,931,88186 

658.87 

417,801.71 

144,802.^7 

1,7*7,854 8? 

183.68 

1,910.89 

2,659.58 

647.85 

10,718.56 

277,652 95 

187, 168 58 

1,829.44 

1,028.84 

110,408 06 

7,6ia78 



124,227.67 
^5, 665. 82 
8,062.42 



189 26 

2,180,667.46 

1,811.864 64 

68,661.28 



202.10 

444,494.79 

718,872.16 

88,178 04 

8,228.52 

6,199.41 

600,652.58 

684,064.40 

785.58 

128,146.89 

26,880.75 

407,611.41 

98.50 



45.68 
400.00 



66,068.68 

22,969.04 

221.67 



87,900.84 
79 88 



68.26 

280,206.12 

846,447.05 

6,728.02 



1,220,048.18$ 14.996.011.90$ 8,718,603.09 



• For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1908. 
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— ENTIRK LINE— Continued. 



Maintenance of Equipment. 



+ Including work oars. 
X Credit. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL EEPOET OP THE 



TABLE No. 32— OPERATING EXPENSES— 





Conducting Transportation. 


Railroads. 


1. 


Hi 






$ 868,'096.'50 

818,141.88 

26,960.26 

2,260.00 

6,079.08 

632,002.28 

880,^00.04 

2,164.80 

119,106.88 

18,228.10 

460,715.48 

i,2oaoo 

2,554.44 
110.41 


$ 1,124.50 

2,258,890.72 

8, 462, 06a 42 

687,644.91 

20,699.64 

41,768.81 

8,050,646.84 

8,880,149.00 

2,474.86 

748,586.06 

266,840.48 

2,880.176.41 

1,829.91 

2,775.94 

4,928.84 

4,144.28 

22,415.75 

864,148.15 

222,217.00 

2,168.09 

2,140.02 

106,244.01 

5 978.02 

8,804.18 

1,249.86 

1,662,787.48 

1,449,650.80 

74,000.28 


$ 1,71107 

2,188,068.75 

4,125,080.16 

940,586.00 

86,284.07 

68,006.86 

4,070,048.74 

4,487,876.22 

2,oiaei 

1,220,728.84 
688,416.25 

2,026,612.28 
2,006.17 
2,288.74 
8,807.06 
8,076.64 


•••"■ 


8,200.00 
79,857.86 
89,174.79 

89,'474.*44 

2,878.88 


8,216.06 

270,766.26 

252,624.82 

2,466.06 

2.211.01 

274,667.88 

4,284.60 

8,882.78 






2J206.64 


•• 


279,022.58 
268,020.26 
25,746.88 


2,179,612.10 

1,404,668.29 

166,889.48 


Total 


S 8,464,866.20 


$ 20,686,971.76 


* 86,087,485.80 



• For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 19C8. 
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ENTIRE LINE— Continued. 



Conducting Transportation. 



Digitized by LjOOQ IC 



68 



TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL EEPOET OF THE 



TABLE No. 33— OPERATING EXPEN 



Railroads. 



Conducting Transportation. 



8 
II 



Amea & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 

Chicago Great Western 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin, Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago North-western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. P., Minneapolis & Omaha.. 

Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley*. . . 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Dayenport, Bock Island & Northwestern 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central).. 
Iowa Central 

A)bia& Oenterville 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



Total. 



11,285,278 58 

2,296,248.60 

411,506.02 

11,111.1' 

28,102.17 

2,868,261.26 

2,460,514.89 

2,460.06 

486,021.35 

126,716.10 

1,287,381.51 

1,020.90 

1,451.89 

11,489.2' 

1,401.17 

22,487.20 

186,056.61 

78,988.18 

2,0? 8. 58 

748.78 

106,* 7. 15 

4,081.84 

1,440.00 

798.46 

765,741.75 

1,149,941.42 

42,179.19 



101,456.54 

246,886.10 

81,572 06 

1.408.65 

2,719.26 

185,785 90 

245,248 60 

518.46 

66,676.72 

20, 278.8?* 

160,868.58 

66.78 



492,857.89 
81,111.12 
1,298.10 
8,024.75 
181,846.04 
881,768.16 



4,601.45 



1,018.91 

425 

972.10 

24,948.05 

7,251.81 

54.74 

99 97 

9,286.8o 

206.18 



40,172.29 
9,811.97 



8,496.90 
1,29a 90 



72.88 

07,849.97 

72,860.14 

6,699.26 



6,065.6ft 



$18, 129. 589. 80 1 1,248,718.48$ 1,061.850.1ft 



• For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1908. 
+ Credit. 
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SES— ENTIRE LINE— Continued. 



Conducting Transportation. 



Car mile- 
age— 
bal- 
ance. 


Hire of 
equip- 
ment— 
bal- 
ance. 


if 
I 1 




MS 

t 


Operating 
marine 
equip- 
ment. 


I* 
















* 100,661.66 


f$' 4, 196.' 66 


* 820,516.12 

818,185 97 

45.86a 81 

2,091.19 

8,669 77 

268,922.94 

851,712.26 

221.66 

69,689.57 

24.945.29 

889, 98a 14 

62.47 

66.60 

16a 97 

216.10 


$ 194,994.68 
802,169.46 
76,616.88 
6,728.26 
8,831.68 
802,600.71 
608,166.24 

"" 79,'4i6.'2fi 

18,617.01 

805,861.25 

27.86 

1,426.90 

2,799.10 

228.20 

48,634 71 

12,716.17 


$ 62,989.44 
77,707.72 




t 147,630.04 


288,296.81 




287,886.90 


87,292.42 






6,204 08 








8,427.48 


8,029.96 




$ 8,66&78 




141,495.46 
490,865.68 


42,972.74 
67,144.74 

80.69 
10,871.66 
8,797.84 
68,288 89 

28.26 


160,646.42 

210,886.77 

4 96 








""i7,'976.*40 




21,848.21 


48,214.27 




8.825.17 


286,847.09 




219,062.66 




190.96 
20 00 




12.15 










49.27 




8.27 


1,239.06 
















160,688.01 




46,896.81 
22.08S.27 

174.12 

56 93 

17,254.64 

106.45 


6,460.97 

7,710.02 

71.66 




16,676.18 








1,048.94 


8,204.87 








51.19 














29,969.11 
180.00 


4,686.94 
24a 04 




4, 42a 51 


68.76 


2,887.90 


85.00 








270.82 


808.27 


44.18 

166,289.51 

128,049.76 

7,684.89 


6.25 

181,248.89 

281,827.46 

4,000.25 


14.46 

48,668.64 

24,002.91 

2,120.06 




3.00 


274, 187.84 




186,840.58 


808,720.89 
24,469.62 


20,861.91 
12,045.09 


69,889.27 


86,866.87 
965.96 


% 9,002.684.81 


$ 67,624 81 


$ 2,107,698.82 


$ 2.854,868.74 


$ 401,091.22 


$ 63,048.00 


$ 1,286,061,96 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL EEPOET OP THE 



TABLE No. 38— 





Nebraska. 


Iowa. 


Railroads. 


I 




i 


1 






Ames & College 








$ 802.29 

9,766.76 

264,069.79 

84,979.29 

i2,ooaoo 

2,884.89 
207,689.96 
826,806.20 

2,668.64 
84,928.86 

1,867.80 

806,458.18 

408.40 

1,687.10 

7.047.07 


1.08 

10.80 

1,867.82 

402.28 

126.78 

28.60 

1,794.91 

1,661.77 

20,40 

102.06 

iaoc 

2, 17a 76 
6.00 
17.01 
84 61 


$ U2.87 


Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe. 








491,28 
194.55 
188.85 


Chicago, 'Burlington & Quinoy 

Chicago Great Western 


$ 600,007.88 


2,611.10 


$ 191.60 


Mason City & Fort Dodge. 








96.90 


Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pacific 


t 66,298.88 

66,074198 

107,844.14 
42,942.98 






121.98 


Ohloago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 


149.08 


Chicago'^ North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago. St. P. , Minneapolis & Omaha . . 

Fremont, Elkhorn & Mo. Valley •.... 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 


1,071.91 

"274.67 

1,096.61 

26a 44 


61.18 

" wa'eo 

97.88 
171.47 


209.09 
100.88 
842.27 
175.10 
168.58 


Colfax Northern 


77.20 


Crooked Creek 








06.80 


Davenport, Rook Island &N. W 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 






204.22 


Des Moines Union 








16,889.82 

188,420.41 

67,668.41 

2,220.80 

004 40 

80,00a(0 

2,869.09 


4.00 

712.58 

418.07 

24.44 

8.00 

2ia04 

28.67 

'"8."79 
2.48 
206.9 
79.20 


4,222.25 
104.25 


Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central). .. 








Iowa Central.. 7..' 








189.67 


Albia & Oenterrille 








90.80 


Manchester & Oneida. . . , 






* 


75.58 


Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 








14a 8i 








99.74 


Newton & Northwestern 










Tabor & Northern 








677.68 
16,999.58 
26,200 00 
14,894.27 


f5.70 


Union Pacific 


290,916.61 


961.47 


802.67 
"i4L84 


0.508.87 


Wabash 


125 42 


wjjimwr A Sionx Falls 


18,428.28 


181.61 






Total 


S 1.070, 172.86 


6.896.02 


$167.81 


1 1,088.868.84 


9,412.49 


• 170.87 



•For period July 1, 1902 to February 10, 190a 

fDoes not include taxes on F. E. & M. V. Line prior to February 10, 1906. 
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TAX ES— Continued . 



All Other States. 


Other Taxce. 


Total Taxes. 


■*» 

a 

§ 

a 




i 
i 


1 

3 




4 

a 

0U 


1 

< 


«4 


1 

u 

ft® 

04 














$ 802.29 

1.278,447.29 

1,748,005.82 

208,897.06 

12,000 00 

18,720.00 

1,470,114.97 

t 1,568,887.05 

2,668.64 

446,896.46 

186,996.48 

1.060,696.28 

468 40 

1,687 10 

12,826.68 


1.98 

4,828.86 

8,095.69 

846.18 

126.78 

271.00 

6,682.57 

7,827.38 

26.40 

1,688.78 

1,485.16 

6,184.05 

6.00 

17.61 

40.76 


$ 152.67 


$ 1,086,280182 

241,026.42 

5,851.76 


4,258.66 
1,458.29 


$ 256.87 
165.85 








268.72 






... 


215.84 






240.96 












9a 90 














69a 92 


175,676.61 
170,246.96 


1,550.85 
1,614.20 


118.81 
111.08 








219.99 








214.04 








100.88 


10,188.55 


88.20 

827.80 

1,928.65 


ii5.*45 
84.78 
226.67 








27a 28 


27,788.90 








96.45 


485,229.48 








210.20 








77.20 














95.80 














274,08 




























16,880.82 

142,504,76 

81.716.61 

2,220.80 

604.46 

119,274.75 

2,850.60 


4.66 

757.62 

614.68 

24.44 

a 00 

641.84 

28.07 


4,222.25 


4,084.84 


44.94 


90.88 








18a 12 








15a 78 














9a 86 














7& 66 


8,887.88 


40.06 


8a 28 








185.88 










99.76 




























577.58 
802,256.86 
664,702.06 
76,042.25 


a 79 

2,965.70 

2,140.20 

48a78 


65.70 


400.508.46 


1,901.26 

602.80 

08.64 


246.88 
481.96 
126.21 








271.28 


200i28L86 








8ia68 


11,724.91 








174,01 












$8,060,689.51 


18,988 65 


$ 211.65 








t 0,806.842.54 


44, 05a 65 


t 224.68 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 39-CURRENT 







Railroads. 


43 








$10,226,077 66 
4,708,809.88 




607, 83a 84 








192 017.17 
8,600,698.18 




9,269,466.12 


Lft. 


876,611.11 




14.800,086.48 




8,862.48 








877.81 


• •••t 


81,728.28 
7,688.40 




186,611.70 
4,841.09 




4,747.18 
198,848.84 




2,828.66 












1,667,289.14 
987,084.96 




26,292.82 


* * 




Total 


161,979,781.01 
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ASSETS AND LIABILITIES. 



Cash and Current Assets Available for Payment of Current Liabilities. 



"3 
8 . 


L 


Net traffic 
freight 
balance 
dne from 
other 
compan- 
ies. 


Dae from 
solvent 
compan- 
ies and 
individu- 
als. 


Other cash 
assets, ex- 
cluding 
materials 
and sup- 
p'ies. 


a ®s 


? 
















$2,289,542.89 


$ 815,619.66 

8,008.87 

818, 87a 68 


$* '808,* 748*06 
1,066,887.28 

""i90,989 67 
106,868.94 


$ 5,877,174.28 
4,790,718.61 

287,445*08 

1,46a 00 

272,798.50 






$ 18,708,414.25 


669,067.11 


$ 84,167.28 
129,462.01 


$ 1,127,990.54 
821,54a 70 


11,606,909.74 

2, 844, 04a 71 

267,446.06 

194,867.17 

10.880,656.81 












948,265.89 
2,817,6iai9 

""8 : 8,8i5.*68 

'i,824,'69a57 
8,417.61 
1,418.74 
1,801.77 
2,460.42 


868,005.11 
898,60a76 




264,661.84 




12, 841, 184. 85 








976. 88 


1,284,296.80 




494,221.29 


8,018,817.11 






60,242.76 


68*29 

66.69 


9,089,867.79 

52.76 

8,451.48 

64,969.78 

17,062.78 


1,875*61 


i,*692.'99 

202,'795.*82 

291,172.42 
66,601.97 


25,074, 84a 64 
9,901.80 




4,928.46 
270,011.27 




" ' '*9,' 689*68 

24a 82 

80,144.62 

218.98 


842,4ia85 


88,860,80 




122,740.80 




''ll8, 1*66*54 
1,8*8,16 




166,497.06 

171,679.46 

887.14 


166,740.67 


660,000.00 


890,986.81 
18; 88& 01 


1,891,622.58 






' 20i568.'88 




4,747.18 


122.89 


100,025.60 
88a 70 

1,687 06 

801,887.41 
620,891.48 




222,597.49 
9,268.29 


i8,88a69 
7,000.00 


497, 144.' 98 
116,032.89 


1,081,628.44 






186', 080. 04 










""862,* 779.' 14 
"" 14,406*78 






89,624.84 

"2,"742,0W.'67 
608,60a 66 


41,061.69 


15,946,119112 
68)289.27 


28,800,949.97 
866,094.68 


7,618,741.88 
58,004.74 


48,997,716.16 

6,216,822.66 

548,80ail 












119,872,841.60 


$6,668,686.86 


$2,049,744.60 


$ 46, 806, 66a 88 


$ P,678,98a88 


$ 6,814,128 44 


$ 141,829,715.62 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL EEPOET OP THE 



TABLE No. 40— CURRENT ASSETS 





Current Liabilities to and 


Railroads. 


n 

833 


Audited 
vouchers 
and ac- 
counts. 














$ 2,ood,o6a , 66 


12,206,041.00 
6,107,204.00 
1.764,702.80 


$1,402,882.86 

2,182.770.61 

421,178.88 
















22,808.76 
1,851,826.16 
1,752,004.11 








2,161,086.48 




2,008,181.64 






1a 




085,824.08 


487,276.86 




5,276,602.81 
7,880.00 


8,401,684.06 

1,'402.00 

21,824.46 
46,850.08 
17,642.00 
72,830.46 
244,648.06 
15,006,28 


1,487,814.80 












28S.666.46 
281,600.00 
88,171.28 


10,121.85 




'i6,'027.*57 








1,006,464.46 


101,740.75 




706.60 




' 


660.08 




880,00000 
40,000.00 


147,088.97 
6,767.68 


06,462.86 




2,866.06 








80,828.42 

8,250,000.00 

606,816.06 


'"046,0i7."i6 

2,027,822.28 

601.887.04 


680.60 




1,118,614.68 




710,688.80 




44,695.17 


Total 


$18,160,287.86 


$20,781,716.74 


$12,208,640.21 



* Including dividends declared payable July 1, 1006. 
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AND LIABILITIES— Continued. 



Including June 80, 1906. 



+ Receivers' certificates. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 41— 





Total mileage op- 
erated, including 
yards, tracks and 
sidings. 


?! 

OB 


Miles 




Lines Representedl 
by Capital Stock. 


Railroads. 

• 


6 

a 

a 

1 


s . 

Ill 

PQ 


Ames & College 


2.05 

6,191.42 

10,786.64 

1,211.93 

168.80 

800.25 

9, 117. 41 

10,549.49 

29.67 

2,199.07 


88 99 

•407.57 


*"2,*647.*58 

826.18 

761.87 

128.88 

26& 00 

t6, 669.20 

8,041.08 

26.40 

1,628.89 




A tohtifon, Top*** & Banta Fa T ¥ T .... T ... . 


2,013.15 

7,269.61 

84.81 


Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 

Chicago Great Western 


Mason City & Fort Dodge 


26.78 

26.65 

241.89 

Jl.74l.76 

78.04 


2.90 


Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago & North- Western .^ 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 


8.00 
"4,*266.9T 


Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha. 


6a 70 


Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley 




Chicago. Rock Island & Pacific .". 

Colfax Northern * ........ - T .,,, r ..,,,..,,, T t T .. T 


6,906.82 

7.00 

20.89 

67.16 

70.70 

1&00 

950.50 

076.11 

27.62 

8.00 

790.66 

81.62 


114.14 


2,838.61 

6.00 

17.61 

46.76 

70.00 

4.00 

826.58 

875.06 

24.44 

8.00 

260.04 

28.67 

tLOO 

8.79 


910.95 


Crooked Creek 






Davenport, Rook Island Ss Northwestern 


"" 85.00 




Dee Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 




Des Moines Union ...... 




Pubnquo A Sioux City ( Illinois Central) ,,-,. - r 




480.94 


Iowa Central .'. 


$.91 
.06 


127.21 


Albia & Centerville 




Manchester ft Oneida. T ...... , 




Minneapolis & 8t. Louis , . . . /. 


2.80 


871. » 


Muscatfne North & South 




Newton & Northwestern 






Tabor Ss Northern 


9.79 

8,986.68 

8,167.90 

485.01 






Union Pacific 


18.88 


1,902.04 

1,908.20 

804.25 


l.OoU 65 


Wabash 


5a 10 


Willmar ft Sioux Falls , . T f 












Total 


CT.780 11 


2.766.08 


28,526.68 


16,501.6* 



•New line added. ^Including branches and spurs. 

J Including new line added. ^Deduction. 
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MILEAGE— ENTIRE LINE. 
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TWENTY-8IXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 42— 





Mileage Owned in Iowa. 


Railroads. 


I 

9 

U 

c 

s 


In 


5 

u 

1 

"i. 


2 

"5 

! 


*< 
i 

■s 
§ 

o . 

&s 


Ames & College 


1.98 

. 19 86 

1,857 32 

462, 93 

12H.73 

28.50 

1,798.90 

1,661.77 

26.40 

74.66 


**2.*09 
216.08 




.07 

21.42 

291>9 

111.98 

31.67 

860 

871.84 

* 476 24 

8.68 

81.64 


2.06 


Atchison, Topeka& Santa Fe 


43.87 


Chicago, Burlington & Qulncy 


1,866.34 


Chicago Great Western 

Mason CM ty & Fort Podge ,,.,.,, 


574.21 
168.30 


Wisconsin'! Minnesota & Pacific 


27 06 


Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago & North- Western 


28.29 
841.08 


11.18 


2,204.71 

2,869.09 

29.98 


Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 


Chicago! 8t. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha . . . . , 







106.19 


Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley . 




Chicago, Hock Island & Pacific 


872 68 

6.00 

17.61 

84.51 

70.00 

4.00 

712.68 

418.07 

24.44 

8.00 

218.04 

28.07 


8a 68 

1.06 

2.00 
2.86 


4.'07 


207 46 
1.00 
828 
8.66 

12.00 

178 26 

91.88 

8.18 


1,168 77 


Ooifax NoHhftrn .................. lt .. iti , 


7.00 


Crooked Creek 


20.89 


Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern .... 


44.22 


Dee Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Dee Moines Union 


70.00 
18.00 


Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) .'.... 


897.26 


Iowa Central '.. '. 


604 40 


Albla ft Oenterville 






27 62 


Manchester Kt Oneida, ...... , ... , . ,, 






8.00 


Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 






8a 76 
2.96 


248.79 






81.62 


Newton & Northwestern 




Tabor & Northern 


8.79 

2.46 

20a40 

76.70 






LOO 
88.41 
81.80 
10.80 


9.79 


Union Pacific 

Wabash ............. 


1.68 




87.60 
286 20 


Willmar & Sioux Falls 





16.26 


b7.60 






Total 


8,184.19 


078.16 


1,969.21 


10,7>6.81 



* Including third and fourth tracks. 
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MILEAGE-IOWA. 



R%ik. 


Mileage Operated by Companies leaking Reports. 




1 



s 


Lines Represented by 
Capital Stock. 


i 

-si 

gg 


1 


1 

! 
3° 


11 

I 5 


SI 

if 

13 SP • 
"SB'S 
I" 3 * 


h 

if 

if 


s 

2 

5 

s 

a 


t 
a 

a 
< 


1 
s . 
■81 




2.C5 

88 87 

1,787.88 

570.48 

157. 11 

27.06 

2,119 58 

2.325.81 

29.93 

81.67 


1.9? 

19. *6 
27a 82 
890.80 
12a 83 

28.50 

X 1,798 90 

85a 12 

26.40 

74.56 












1.98 

19 86 

1,867.82 

462 28 

126.78 

28.60 

1.79a 90 

1,551.77 

26.40 

74.55 




6.00 












78.01 


1,079.00 
71.48 
2.90 








T ioa7a 

06.78 


6a 16 


3.78 






8.12 


1.19 














86.18 












42.99 


48.78 


1,196.66 






$ 482 


a 07 












24.52 










27.50 








'"997.46 








1,163.77 

7.00 

20.70 

44.22 

70.00 

18.00 

892.04 

457.14 

24.44 

8.00 

284.81 

81.62 


512.76 

6.00 

17.61 

84.51 

70.00 

4.00 

82& 68 

285.86 

24.44 

a oo 

188,06 

2a 67 

2L00 

8.79 

2.46 

208.40 

76.71 


850 92 


806 85 




SU76.49 

6.00 

17.61 

84.51 

70.00 

4,00 

712.68 

450.07 

24 44 

8.00 

213.04 

28.67 

21.00 

8.79 

2.46 

208.40 

7a 7C 


18 44 








.19 


























.72 






» 
























5.22 


886.00 
127.21 












47.26 




87.00 




4.00 


a is 




















8.98 


74.96 




























1.00 


8.79 

82.15 

285.20 

76 70 












5.86 


















5 50 


10 80 








2.M 
















823.44 


10,468 87 


4,856 10 


a 800 09 




867. « 


34a 86 


140 86 


9.496 00 


171.06 



t Added during year. 

1 Including branches and spurs. 

$ Including line added during year. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 43— EMPLOYES AND 



Railroads. 



General Officers. 



■< 



Other Officers. 



n 

o y 



a 



2a 



la 



Total. 



14 



860.00$ .25 
'8i,'900.20 



624 



69, 78a 19 



23.10 



2,400.00 
2,554.44 

2,725.19 



6.68 
2.72 
8.73 



8,200.00 
88,199.96 
81.606.12 



1,267.40 
8,492.51 
4,100.84 



4.88 
7, 
10.82 

8.47 
2.85 
5.61 



17 



15 



2,700.00 
6,824! i9 



4.31 



16.20 



78 $ 199,610.04$ 6.94 



67 



8,600.00 



$5 00 



6,00a 00 

8,000.00 



7 76 
8.22 



56,106.39 
15.710.68 
1,600.00 



10.16 
10.04 
4.75 



2,839 28 
i,'266."O0 



7.17 
'8.29 



25,865.90 



5,987.47 



4.00 
*94 



2.700.00 
8,411.10 
6,096 86 



♦Taken from report for 1902. 



f For period from July 1, 1906, to February 16, 



7.40 
6.99 
6.32 



182.9 81.68$ 4.64 
1903. 
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SALARIES-IOWA. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 44.— EMPLOYES AND 





Firemen. 


Conductors. 


Railroads. 


1 
i 


3 

si 

1§ 

o o 


a 

•Ss 

Ma 

£6 

© o 
► o 

< 


u 

Xi 

a 




=• 

U T. 

— c 
SB 


■a* 

< 




""25*" 19- 876.' 82 


$2.37 
2.61 
2.64 
2.54 
2.54 
2.28 
2.28 


2 

26 

161 

68 

6 

2 

270 
297 

1 

14 

1 

220 

1 
1 


$ 1.040.60 

86,977.44 

169, 98a 88 

80,022.60 

6.H51.00 

2.640.25 

280,424.88 

312,649.32 

1,027.25 

15.150.44 

1,066.73 

263,749.13 

627.50 

600.00 

818.78 


$ 1.42 
4.01 




236 

110 

5 

2 

428 

487 

8 

18 

8 

398 

1 

1 

7 
169 
86 


174,391.78 
101,981.00 
4.685.60 
1,852.50 
806,555.26 
860, 342. 33 


8.68 




3.48 




a 48 
3.48 




8.31 




a 67 




J.1&2.8SI 1-^9 


a 28 


ia.... 


16, 186. 78 
998. HI 
214.296.16 
660 00 
600.00 
2*8. 64 


2 69 
1.68 
2.51 
1.78 
1.93 
1.86 


a 46 
6.89 
3.16 




1.72 




1.98 




8.51 




8.288 82 
102,416.82 
59,892.66 


1 80 

2 18 
2.17 










91 
60 

" 1 

11 

1 


95,018.48 
69,0:5.03 

665*92 

12.006.28 
9J0.00 


8.86 
3.14 




1 

16 
2 


962.00 
11,997. 17 

1,262.00 


2.69 
2 22 

2.00 


1.82 




a 44 




2.87 








1 


522.46 


1.63 


1 


672.55 


1.80 




17 
6 


13. 089. 44 
3,814.36 


2 46 
2.34 


10 
8 


12,633.96 
8,874.71 


a 98 
8.44 






Total 


2,016 


t 1.898,467.28 


$2.20 


1,287 


S 1,866,781 68 


S 3.56 



• Taken from report from 1 02. 

t For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1908. 
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SALARIES— IOWA— Continued. 



Other Trainmen . 


Machinists. 




Carpenters. 


Other Shopmen. 


i 
a 

55 


a 
o 

$ 9 

31 


a 

11 

£& 
§1 

< 


t 
a 

d 
55 


5 

■si 
a§ 


i 

4 

I 

a 

P 

< 




"21 
■dg 

&& 

Sa 

V o 

< 


i 
a 




c 
o 

31 


i 

-4 


1 


• 2.36 

2.29 
2.66 
8.f6 
2.60 
1.90 
209 
2.49 
2.88 
a 22 
2.84 
1.48 
1.86 
2.08 


'55 

278 

46 

5 

2 

105 

338 

1 

81 

90 

16 


$ "" 51,656.80 

203,052.01 

62,560.00 

5,840.00 

2,896.00 

78,758.97 

212,887.98 

819.64 

58,749.47 

41.129.55 

16,484.82 


02 
83 
20 
30 
20 
40 
34 
82 
82 
16 
36 

29 
76 

85 
33 
25 

58 
34 
U 






$2.'82 
2.58 
2.58 
2.58 
1.88 
2.12 
1.98 
1.94 
1.69 
2 22 








32$ 19.476.48 

333 219.516.90 

162i 142,028.80 

8 7,476 20 

2 1. 888.50 


882 
103 

7 

2 

269 

356 

"'59 

92 

285 


$* 218, 71988 

96, W55. 10 

6.601.90 

1,883 40 

152,404.43 

212,878.88 

621.23 

35,877.15 

32,062.51 

177,206.46 


431 

882 

162 

17 


I 226,911.60 

496,682.24 

149,598.90 

16,898.65 


* 1.68 
2.00 
2.58 
2.53 


6*6 
621 

2 
29 

2 
677 

2 


323.631>3 

428,715.94 

1,668.01 

21,114.27 

1,276.88 

817.823.17 

1,080.00 

98.12 

2,088.80 


614 

1,150 

2 

24 

185 

1,126 


345,929.43 

596.131.90 

690.86 

16.911.63 

63,266.16 

630,525.27 


1.80 
1.82 
1.10 
2.25 
1.89 
1.77 


1 


1 

1 

25 
178 
165 


785.94 
519.89 

17,812.50 

121.116.lfl 
104.649.00 

580.00 


1 

6 


480.00 
8,087.32 


1.58 


3 


8 


1,860.18 


2.18 


1.56 








4 

186 
92 


2,668.00 
81,628.07 
56,796.88 


2.30 
2.46 
2.19 


48 
140 
210 

i 

17 
1 


18,532.80 
85,626.90 
94,718.60 

618 00 

8,113.82 
540.00 


1.48 


194 
112 


115,999.94 
72,884.44 


2.12 
1.94 


2.22 
1.54 


1 


855.66 

14,271.12 

1,87a 00 


2.34 
2.09 
2 00 

2.94 
2.34 
2.12 


1 


1.40 


19 
3 


7 2.951.74 
1 i.nnooo 


10 


6,842.48 


2.85 


1.62 
1.48 
















27. 988*86 
19,571.02 
4,562.75 


'** 23 
34 

7 


22,129.83 

21,441.11 

4, 756. 88 


)9 
M 
26 


8 

13 
4 


7, 845. 42 

9,812.63 
2,671.07 


"2'79 
2.41 

2.4! 


130 
36 

42 

5.225 






27 
27 
16 


91,41607 
19,830.28 
21,363.18 


2.18 
1.78 
1.89 


2,808 


$ 1,745,167.77 


S 2.01 


1.469 


f 1.021.869.79 


*2.22 


1.714 


S 1.098.314.49 


$2.08 


$ 2. 885. 552. M 


* 1.76 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 45-EMPLOYES AND 



Railroads. 



Section Foremen. 



Other Trackmen . 



o 






£-2 



2a 

£8 



£1 

o © 



fie 



Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, Burlington &Quincy 

Chicago Great Western 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin, Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul * 

Chicago & North- Western. 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha. 

Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley t . . . 

Chicago, Rock Ielaud & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern.... 

Das Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) 

Iowa Central 

Albla & Centerville 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis. 

Muscatine North & South , 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



Total. 



6 
275 

86 

16 

2 

278 

806 

8 

12 

1 

467 

1 

8 

8 



2 
116 
88 

4 

1 

41 

8 

*"l 
4 

11 
12 



480.00 

8,900 00 

150, .^84. 7« 

46,547 00 

8,760.00 

1,006 00 

154,566.85 

168,960.84 

1,550 00 

6,675.00 

302. m 

239,022.66 

555.00 

1,440 00 

J, 671. 37 



1,642.50 
64,827.98 
46,027.20 

2,040.01 

540.00 

20,010.70 

1,609.00 

453*75 
1,426.1 
6,508.65 
6,107.80 



1.786S 936.604.51 



2.25 
1 53 
1.49 
1.40 
1.50 
1.46 
1.71 

1.58 
2.47 
1.88 
1.41 



t 1.72 



2,206 

810 

54 

6 

1,011 

2,056 

19 

108 

1 

8,286 

6 

6 

22 



82,401. 

892,472 

452,844. 

80,156. 

8,8*). 

898,388. 

807,232. 

5,915. 

58,808. 

435. 

976,696. 

2,850. 

1,969 

10,869. 



1.45 
1.43 
1.53 
1.53 
1.68 
1.26 
1.57 
1.58 
1.74 
1.10 
1.48 
1.50 
1.05 
1.58 



1,088 

496 

17 

4 

87 
12 

5 

35 
61 
107 



16,707.00 

343,099.40 

186,269 72 

6,680.40 

1,367.7«S 

34,827.46 

6,684.00 



1.53 
1.37 
1.42 
1.51 
2.37 
1 30 
1.50 



11,623 



1,718.67 
10,071.20 
24,881.41 
83,894.08 

$4,287,998.60 



1.34 
1.46 
1.30 
1.62 

t 1.17 



• Taken from report for 1902. 

+For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1908. 
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SALARIES— IOWA— Continued . 



Switchmen, Flagmen 
and Watchmen. 


Telegraph Operators I Employes Account of 
and Dispatchers. | Floating Equipment. 


All 


Other Employes 
and Laborers. 


a 

5ZJ 


§ 

u 

Ii 


4 
•3 ft 

2S 




d 

CO 09 
© S 

Ss 

© O 

> e> 
< 


I 


o 

ai 


a 

■a* 

> o 

< 

















"27 

837 
310 

4 

2 

1,808 

560 

2 
97 

1 
406 

i 

2 






W 


$ 18,467.74 

142,062 68 

40,784.00 

2,716.60 


$8.10 
269 
2.48 
2.48 

2.10 
2.42 


11 

109 

62 

2 

2 

300 
186 


$ 707.99 

76,460.90 

87,403.02 

1,452.70 

1,4^.70 

200,479.71 

158,102 74 

12.56 

7,^7.75 

378.67 

86,642.68 


$2.15 
2.14 
1.99 
1.99 
1.99 
2.14 
2. 14 
2.09 
1.94 
1.91 
1.64 




$ 13,974.24 

482, 17*. 1 1 

284,006.56 

3,664.60 

1,095.00 

1.121,821.21 

310,843.49 

1,047.86 

57,274.15 

630 92 

846,170.74 

8S7\93 

964.24 


$ 1.96 


188 








2.02 


45 
3 









2.51 
2,51 











1.50 


477 
308 


313,417.14 
232,984.41 


1.98 
1.92 
1.67 


20 
3 


19,164.01 

984.28 

32,968.64 

soaoo 


3.06 
1.66 
1.81 
.82 


12 

1 

222 








1.89 
3.19 


90 

1 








1.86 
"i.*84 


1 


436.66 


1.69 


2 


1,857.09 


2.18 

"i.*64 
1.81 
1.50 
1.15 








2.06 












46 


23,310.00 
68,869.42 
22,634.04 


1 86 
2.17 
2.12 


2 
86 
40 

1 

" 7 

1 


1,200.00 

52, 141. 12 

22,787.84 

420.00 






26 

680 
20! 

1 


9,490.00 

801,495.41 

96,069.18 

300.00 


1.46 


87 








1.70 


83 






1.70 










.82 














10 


8,777.91 
1,642.50 


2.19 
1.50 

"2.02 
2,26 


8,738 80 
1,000.00 


1.19 
2.74 






11 

1 


8,488 61 
1,000.00 


1.67 


3 






2.74 












'"ii 

22 


8,'997.'65 

16,846.48 


2 

11 


' 1,547.98 
7,296.71 


* 1.81 

2.11 






i 

87 
34 

4 


496.25 
57,424.22 
20,957.80 
15,679.91 

S 8J86..'W5.itt 


3.35 

1.71 
1.98 










2.12 


1.377 


$ 948.792.81 


$2.25 


1.048 


$ P62.209.85 


$ 1.A7 








4,993 


$ 2.02 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 46-EMPLOYES AND SALARIES- 



Railroads. 



Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

C oica go, Burlington & Quincy 

Chicago Great Western 

Mason City & Port Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul+ , 

Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha . 

Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley* 

C/iioago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern . 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) . . . . 
Iowa Central 

Albia& Centerville 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific .• 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



Total, Including 
General Officers. 



Total. 



9 

774 

6,850 

2,274 

15u 

27 

7,901 

7,798 

46 

567 

885 

8,516 

17 

21 

67 




.91 
2.07 
1.99 
2.18 
1.96 
2.82 
1.99 
2.07 
1.87 
2.16 
1.96 
1.87 
1. 
1.74 
1.78 



1,82 
1.90 
1.90 
1.85 
1.92 
1.86 
205 



2.13 
2.16 
1.92 



Total, Excluding 
General Officers . 



2 
I 



6 

774 

6,846 

2,274 

159 

27 

7,893 

7,798 

41 

567 

885 

8,616 

16 

18 

55 



3,864 

1,876 

27 

12 

401 

38 



854 
237 






2,646.00 

479,188.65 

8,905,460.68 

1,810,646.14 

117,832.60 

22,926.60 

4,868,408.44 

4,786,523.89 

19,903.69 

882,916.48 

147,015.82 

4, 121*080. 17 

9,221.57 

8,830.12 

80,241.16 



127,685.70 

1,798,879.18 

996,908.11 

9, 920. 4 J 

6,233.06 

189,994.62 

23,089.00 



6,182.79 
326,272.89 
285,254.98 
120.707.64 



42,2561*24.488,953.13 



« 30 

*° s 



1.44 
2.07 
1.98 
2.18 
1.96 
2.32 
1.97 
2.07 
1.87 
2.16 
1.95 
1.87 
1.67 
1.57 
1.70 



1.79 
1.88 
1.85 
1.35 
1.57 
1.33 
1.70 



2.18 
2.12 
1.92 

$ 1.82 



• For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1903. 
t Taken from Report for 1902. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 47— BRIDGES, TRESTLES, HIGHWAY, 





Bridges. 




Stone. 


Steel or Iron. 


Wooden 


Comb 'n. 


C 

2 
a 

cs 
a 

i 


© 


Railroads. 


6 


'© 

< 


i 

.0 


© 

is 

© 60 

< 


u 

I 


© 

&S 

u 

< 


i 

a 


55 


© 


© 

10 • 


Amee & College 










2 
28 


870 
3,'i6l 






2 

16 

210 

32 

7 

"**3'5 

502 

26 

3 

"576 
11 

4 
12 


370 


Atchison, t opeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, Burlington & Quinsy 


9 


684 


7 
186 
31 

7 

"277 

403 

5 

1 

"500 


1,825 

20,208 

4,854 

1.204 

24,'<)72 

27,534 

341 

180 

46,628 


"i 

1 


* 378 
860 


1.969 
28,682 








4 714 


Ma*on City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin, Minnesota & Pacific . . 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Chicago & North- Western 










1,204 

**" 23,*402 
38,111 






"38 
96 
20 

1 

31 
11 
4 

1 


'4,3'JO 

5.330 

649 

00 

i.'ieo 

856 

850 

82 


3 

1 

'80 


'■'247 
156 

*5,*3J6 


Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. P. , Minneapolis & O 
Fremont, Klkhorn & Mo. Valley* 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 


1 
"lb 


6 

"298 


1,146 
246 

'58,422 
856 


Crooked Creek 










850 


Davenport, Rock Island & N. W. . 
Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 






11 


3,98? 






4,019 








Des Moines' Union. 




77 
27 
2 


407 

12,758 

6,556 

850 

1,674 

900 

128 

1,088 
716 
86 






.... 


830 


1 
114 
27 

2 

1 
9 

1 


407 


Dubuque & Sioux City (111. Cent. ). 


36 


300 


18,388 

6,556 

350 


Albia & Centerville 


1 


"60 
















60 


Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 






9 

1 

"m 

3 

3 

1 

~7,~558 


1,674 
900 


"i2 

21 

1 








Newton & Northwestern 






1,066 

i.'807 
100 














18 
8 

24 
2 


1,184 
1,068 


Union Pacific 








Wabash 






2,522 


Willmar & Sioux Falls 










136 




61 


T238 








Total 


154.440 


2rt2 


19.26 


37 


6.807 


1,913 


181.746 



♦For period from July 1, 1902 to February ir». 1 -0 i. 
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RAILWAY AND FARM CROSSINGS, CATTLE GUARDS. 



Trestles. 


Highway Crossings. 


Farm Crossings. 


.2 

n 


Overhead Rail- 
road Crossings. 




« bo 

II 


Oveihead. 


9 

1 

< 


6 

1 

be 

o 

1 


6 

< 


1 

I 
I 


u 
bo 

i 


i 

0Q 


1 
1 




u 

o 

a 

d 


i 

bo 

3 


00 

% 

1 


i 


| 
1 




670 

112.040 
46.987 
6,717 










2 

69 
16 


9 

1,997 


*'"22 


8 

94 


ii 

2,827 
852 

8,285 

2,805 

-10 

184 







6 


1 
88 

1 




" 17 
7 


9 

1,618 

586 


1 






1,241 
517 





2 

16 


100 




8 

8 


"*2i2 
168 



















2,'i82 

2,077 
25 
68 




2,061 
2,825 


153,288 
154.768 


1 
14 




45 
17 


2,110 

1,66b 

81 

1<X 


67 
68 

1 
1 


4 
12 




11 
4 


01 


7,434 


1 








5 







.... 


aoo 

1 


62,926 

300 

680 

5,396 


10 

) 

1 





85 

6 

5 


2,805 

is 

51 

a 

801 
544 


62 

i 


2,879 

26 

120 


3 


86 


8,868 

26 
85 


6 




14 


18 


.... ^ 






64 














182 
19 


**'i,'220 
800 


6 







707 

441 


66,628 

85,688 

2,088 

19,728 

5,107 
1.C77 


19 
16 
2 

7 


800 
528 




1 
2 


14 








........^. 


1 






5 
275 


11 
287 




4 
7 


15 
411 


8 






28 






19 


1 






22 
5 
1 


i 

9 
826 


19 


.... .. 


7 
1 


49 
12 
















8 


547 
82,089 
15,026 

728,817 








«27 


1 






280 


22S 




88 


16 
740 


416 
~6,079 


1 
41 






101 




2 
184 






0,264 


71 




'0,888 


11.25C 


50 



Digitized by 



Google 



94 



TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 48— STATIONS- 





Stations. 




On Road Owned. 


|On Road Operated. 


Railroads. 


6 

a 
a 

2 


* 

o 


! • 
a 

CO 

1 & 


i 

o 


Ames & College 


2 

725 

1,214 

174 


2 

6 
263 
84 


2 

725 

1,214 

195 


,, 


Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 


fi 


Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 


263 


Chicago Great w estern 


86 


Mason City & Fort Dodge 




Wisconsin, Minnesota « Pacifio 


54 

1,018 
1,064 

831 


8 
288 
254 

7 
16 


54 

1,013 

1,07* 

7 

83* 


3 


Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 


&J8 


Chicago & North-Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 


254 
7 


Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 


22 


Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley 




Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 


471 

8 

5 

18 

10 

2 

125 

96 

4 

2 

109 

5 

5 

2 

682 

*89 

52 


185 
3 
5 
9 

10 

2 

118 

76 
4 
Ji 

84 
5 
5 
2 
3 

56 

16 


751 

8 

5 

13 

18 

2 

125 

104 

4 

2 

113 

6 

5 

2 

662 

508 

72 


**34» 
3 
5 


Davenport, Rock Inland & Northwestern , 


9 


Des Moines, lowa Falls & Northern 


13 


Des Moines Union 


2 


Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) 


118 


lowa Central ".. 


80 


Albia & Oenterville 


4 


Manchester & Oneida 


2 


Minneapolis & St. Louis 


84 


Muscatine North & South 


5 


Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 


5 
2 


Union Pacific 


3 


Wabash 


37 


Willmar & Sioux Falls 


16 






Total 


6,880 


1,402 


7,011 


1,618 
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RENEWALS OF RAILS AND TIES. 



fl 


New Rails Laid During Tear in Iowa. 


New Ties Laid Dur- 


3-2 


Iron. 


Steel. 


ing Tear in Iowa 


Hi 
l SI 

z 




*3£2 


Average 
prioeper 
ton at dis- 
tributing 
point. 


i 


1 - 


Average 
price per 
ton at dis- 
tributing 
point. 


5 


Average 
price per 
tie at dis- 
tributing 
point. 




















4 














8,662 
898,488 


$ .50 


288 








1,812 


76 


$ 28.06 


53 


























29,315 


64 


8 
















241 








40,900 
9,964 


86 
86 


27.99 
28.08 


1,280,048 

267,914 

4,983 

14,877 


.44 


280 
5 









.45 
.38 


19 








7,671 


80 


29.20 


.68 












821 








2,864 


80 


28.16 


498,206 

1,500 

5,112 

284 


.57 


2 








.65 
















63 


8 










50 


13 
















2 






860 

8,546 

426 


76 
76 
80 


80.66 
28.00 
29.04 


12,493 

101,931 

185,486 

7,878 


.00 


118 






.38 


73 






48 


8 






.49 


2 
















31 






8 


70 


25.00 


28,886 
110 


.51 








60 


















2 














600 

1,197 

85,226 

8,797 


.60 


1 














.56 


88 















.50 


16 












51 














1,872 








78.466 






2.828,821 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 49— DESCRIPTION OP 



Railroads. 



Locomotives. 



Cars In Passenger Service. 



Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, Burlington & Qulnoy.... , 

Chicago, Great Western 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul , 

Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota. 

Chicago, St. Paul. Minneapolis & Omaha 

Fremont. Klkhorn & Missouri Valley. 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific ... 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern 
Dee Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern — 

Dee Moines Union 

Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) 
Iowa Central ... . 

Albia & Centerville 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minn ea do lis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



Total 1,686 



2 

160 

286 

68 

7 

2 

282 



226 



124 
182 

7 



762 
747 
176 
21 

7 
608 
764 

2 
196 



647 

1 
2 
6 

4 

"80 
66 



40 



2 

1 
886 
200 

7 

4,667 



180 

240 

26 



154 
280 



46 



187 



1,188 



2 

1,052 

1,272 

264 

28 



1,286 

2 

208 



1 

79 

8 

2 

J 

6S2 

488 

16 



8 
801 
686 

47 

1 

5 

248 

618 



70 



24 



160 

108 

8 



2 620 



64 



10 



11 



17 



106 



72 



67 .... 
15e| 72 



Digitized by 



Google 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMI88IONERS. 



97 



EQUIPMENT— ENTIRE LINE. 



Oftra in Passenger Service. 




Cars in Freight Service. 










5 

u 

o 




■w* 


& 




• 


3 


M 

1 


| 


i 


i 


Equipped With 


-rf 


£.0 


•Sa 


lis 


<D 

V 




s 8 






8 

622 

1,012 

118 

16 

9 

026 

1,007 

8 

241 


8 

622 

1,006 

118 

16 



021 

1,007 

8 

241 


3 

622 

1,005 

118 

15 

9 

026 

1,007 

8 

241 


# 

■"ii,«4 

26,870 

6,166 

8*7 

208 

28,128 

26,877 

2 

8,086 


1 

1,428 

2,777 

874 

711 

98 

4,962 

4,688 












1 

81,868 

45,185 

6,708 

1,908 

816 

40,808 

50,124 

2 

11,899 


1 

81,888 

30,848 

5,065 

1,906 

129 

88,051 

42,798 

2 

9,886 


1 


190 

280 

81 

6 


"4 

7 
.... 


8,717 

6,604 

881 

206 

'8,089 
4,076 


7,101 

9,109 

266 

166 

10 

1,845 

8,894 


986 


4,048 
640 
100 


""is 

424 


81,883 

48,962 

6,708 

1,906 

316 










347 
288 


.... 


1,684 
1,188 


1,290 
4,562 

"'ise 


40,081 
50,124 


64 


1,427 


808 


1,180 




157 


11,809 


100 




624 

1 


611 

1 


624 

1 


18,040 

1 
1 

20 
10 


1,784 


8,686 


1,860 




847 


67 


26,588 

1 

87 

125 

80 


17,724 
1 

16 
125 
80 


26,626 






86 

80 


" 24 
260 

iw 


86 

70 
40 






1 


87 








125 






7 

"*45 

46 

1 

""66 
2 

"*' 2 

843 

400 

16 


7 

""46 

46 

1 

"*66 
2 


7 

""46 
46 

1 

""66 
2 


80 




' 1 


17 

11 


187 
1,902 

"'2,"8i2 


24 

817 

2 


14 
874 

81 
"" i6 




4 


""26 


199 
3,125 

""2,797 
2 
15 


199 
8,125 


199 
8,126 


*'"l5 


""i.'isi 


2,797 








1 


1 

848 

400 

14 


2 

848 

400 

14 

6,607 












110 

126 

8 


8,081 

0,980 

766 


247 
871 
166 


1,990 
484 

100 


2,444 
4,611 




871 
100 
50 


"100 


18,188 

16,006 

1,071 


18,188 
18,466 
1,068 


18,183 
16,006 
1,088 








1,616 


18 


6,606 


6,678 


162,061 


19,701 


24,994 


88,068 


986 


8,698 


6,661 


260,998 


206,792 


249 610 
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—ENTIRE LINE— Continued. 



Care Contributed to Fast 
Freight Service. 


Total Oars 
Owned. 


Can Leased. 


Grand TotaL 




Equipped with 


1 

S5- 


Equipped with 


P 
111 


ill 


i 


6 

i- 


Is 

1' 


P 


t 

s 8 








4 
88,987 
47,844 
7,448 
1,944 
886 
41,850 
62,240 

11,966 








4 
88,987 
47,844 
7,448 
1,944 
885 
41,860 
62,240 

11,966 


6 














84,989 












49,116 














7,697 














1,972 














844 














42,889 












68,476 














7 














12,269 
















2 


2 


2 


28,728 

2 

89 

127 

92 








28,788 

2 

89 

127 

92 


29,667 
8 














41 














186 












99 








4 








261 
8,887 








251 
8,887 


806 















8,475 




















1 

2,961 

6 

16 

2 

15,240 

17,689 

1,099 








1 

2,981 

5 

16 

2 

16,240 

17,689 

1,099 


2 














8,060 














8 














18 














8 








15,772 














18,077 














1,115 
















2 


2 


2 


267.127 








267,127 


274,480 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 51— 



Railroads. 



Passenger Traffic 




n3* 

ill 



Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 

Chicago, Burlington & Quinoy 

Chicago Great Western 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pacific 

.Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

'Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha. 

Fremont, Elk horn & Missouri Valley* .... 

Chicago, Bock Island & faciflc 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek .. . 

Davenport, Rook Island & Northwestern 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Dee Moines Union 

Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central). ... 
IowaOentral 

Albia & Centerville . 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



Total 



177,660 



851,560 



1.98 



1,285.870 
129,604 
21,544 

2,756,*428 

27,249 

218,714 

28,987 

8,787,926 

9,882 



42,960 



89,990,656 81. 

2,619,178 

265,298 



.10 
20.21 
11.86 



187,616,020 

817,780 

U, 161, 460 

162,668 

150,215,502 

48,270 

"188,176 



49.925 

11.66 

62.28 

7.614 

40.19 

4.88 

8.1*' 



1,118,424 

545,512 

28,116 

22,514 

248,717 

11,820 



48,564,188 

16.260.66C 

810,886 

180, 112 

8,288,850 

178,011 



48.42 
29.81 
ia42 

ao 

84.00 
14.79 



12,781 
167,446 
178,467 

50,568 



11', 906 

847,688 

9,908,868 

1,998,877 



a 79 
2.21 
55.49 
89.60 



10,790,988 



429.019,826 



89.76 



• For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 190a 
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MILEAGE TRAFFIC— IOWA. 



Passenger Traffic. 





II 1 






Expense of Ban- 
ning ~ 

us. 



4 



8,877.99 

'826,868.20 

67,635.02 

7,097.15 

2.128,386.58 

8,189,068.07 

10,412.87 

265,597.21 

4,568.01 

8,880,075.88 

2,888.65 

1.158.18 

2,983.00 

4,585.57 



1,121,488.64 

888,524.78 

8,544 81 

5,628.65 

180,167.16 

6,480.06 

" 8,960*8i 

7.W1.50 

202,449. 15 

51,015.45 



.05 



.*->ll 
.1 4 

"hib 
.83 
1.195 



.2878 



1.0027 
.7065 
.8696 
.25 
.7892 
.4551 

".*8ii 

.5012 
1.1848 
1.0084 



2.5 



$ 8,877.99 
69,828.19 



$4, 48& 78 
8,012.25 



$.90175 



2.02 
2.68 
2 78 

'2.281 
8.877 
2.290 
2.528 
2.287 
3.956 



2.204 



944,088.10 

76, 88a 48 

9,875.66 

2,716,787 09 

8,858,074.65 

12,248 51 

299,684.96 

6,088.68 

4,015,831.91 

2,442 88 

2,140.26 

7,775.40 

4,809.96 



2.809 
2.860 
2.758 

&o 

2.178 
8.109 

8.588 
2.271 
2044 
2.562 



1,840,846 86 

464,068.40 

10,204.72 

6,546.12 

224,002.91 

6.11L08 

"" 5,081.80 

14,086.81 

252,972.80 

68,286.07 



2,042.85 
631.86 
42a 24 

1,518.61 

2,482.97 
466.77 

2,986.66 
666.48 

1,885.84 

407.06 

121.68 

220.70 

68.08 



1,880.98 

1,022.00 

417.54 

928.5s 

1,061.45 

218.15 



.868 

.557 
.62125 
.96095 
.96427 
.84808 
1.29279 
.68962 
.98717 
.16266 



.86646 
.66672 



.9864 
.1542 



579.21 
6,726.86 
1.2UX98 

796.46 



.46268 
.99646 



111.888.219.151 .89421 2 249114,406,879.63 1 1.764 8911.01707 



$ 1.986 



8. 
3. 
& 
8. 
4. 
4. 
2.29 



8. 

8. 

& 

1. 

1. 

2. 

2.29 

2.5 



2.809 
2.281 
8.277 



2.528 



2.204 



$ 882,869.69 



.59 



2. 
2.148 



177,621.40 



.74 



2.584 



256,921.19 



1.10 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 52-MILEAGE 





Freight Traffic. 


Railroads. 


si 

III 

m 


a 

Sri 

811 


1*3 


■a* 

%* a 


Ames & College 








$ 2,084.75 


Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 








210,869.80 


Chicago, Burlington & Quincy....... ....... ..... 

Chicago Great Western ...^.. 

Mason City &Fort Dodge 


1,666,'984 
261,967 
68.782 


'"886,*484,700 

11,098,087 

966,187 






i08.*94 
44 01 
16.10 


2,445,216.72 
231,251.90 


Wisconsin. Minnesota & Padflo 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago & North- Western 


22,085.17 
8,461,437.11 
8,201,697.80 


4,908,200 
87,620 
468,017 
841,102 

5,824,97b 
207,286 


1,049,781,646 

488,018 

72,085,086 

8,660,540 

818,879.018 

1,240,600 

88,609 

58,271 

671,066 


214. 
12.97 
169.01 

ia7 

162.75 
5.95 

"lib" 

8.15 


Chlcagc, Iowa & Dakota 


22,868.88 


Chicago, fit Paul, Minneapolis 4fc Omaha 


671,867.00 
56,088.87 


Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley* 


Chicago, Rook Island & Paciflo 

Colfax N«rtb«rn... 


8,128.040.28 
81.949.88 


Crooked Creek 


20,088.88 


Davenport Rook Island & Northwestern 


21,609 
24,180 


8,071.87 


Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 


17,444.28 


Des Moines Union 




Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) 


1,689,870 

1,472,966 

69,966 

18,706 

419. 117 

91,110 


801,260.027 

206,061,816 

1,524,807 

149,640 

22,728,769 

2,612,124 


178.82 

189.90 

21.80 

8. 

54.22 
28.68 


2,000,281.26 


Iowa Central T..* ' 

Albia & CenterviUe 


1,818,582.88 
28,296.72 


Manchester & Oneida, . . . 


8,818.98 


Minneapolis & St. Louis 


824, 37a 08 


Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 


42,487 66 


Tabor ft Northern 


16,209 

1,848,706 

290,746 

260,188 


188,687 
8,024,798 
66,942,201 
16,084,196 


8.79 
2.25 
226.80 
61.7 


14,868.69 


Union Paciflo 


46, 27& 21 
842,677.70 


Wabash 


Willmar flr Sioux Falls 


280,181.08 






Total 


18.956,620 


2.908,108,266 


158.15 


182,960,006.80 



•For period from Jnly 1, 1902 to February 16, 1908. 
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Freight Traffic. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 53-MILEAGB 





Passenger and Freight Traffic 


Railroads. 


6 


CM 

i? 


Passenger and 
Freight Revenue 
Per Mile of Road. 


i 

s 


1 

■*» 

Se- 
ll 




1 10,932.74 
256,461.88 








19.86 


$12,018.86 




8, 266, 064.62 

296,786.92 

29.182.82 

10.578,202.64 

11,841,255.87 

82,776.24 

926,964.21 

59,681.88 

11,484,015.61 

84,288.48 

21.197.01 

6,007.87 

21,979.80 


462.28 

12a 90 

28.60 

1,794.01 

1,561.80 

26.40 

102.06 

10.86 

2,187.10 

6.00 

17.61 

86.28 

70.70 


7,066.00 
2,478.01 
1,280.07 
6,808.40 






7,806.46 
1,241.62 
0,068.48 
6,606.98 
6,260.68 
6,718.00 
1,206.69 
17a 68 


!»""...'.!'.."""!!!.'""!!" 












810.88 








8,211*, 680. 90 

1,702,107.66 

81,840.68 

18,047.68 

604,548.24 

47,067.71 


712.58 
454.07 

24.44 

8.00 

214.04 

28.67 


4,607.10 
8, 74a 66 
1,802.80 
1,866.18 








2.868.80 




1,606.96 






18,828.00 
64,164.71 
645,126.85 
200,196.68 


870 

2.46 

206.40 

70.26 


2,141.97 

22,018.17 

2,600.61 

8,787.49 








Total 


144,788,224.96 


8,164.75 


$6,486.66 



•For period from July 1, 1002, to February 16, 1006. 
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TRAFFIC— IOWA-Continubd. 



Passenger and Freight Traffic. 



t Defalt. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 54— MILEAGE 



« 


Milee Run. 




By Trains Earning Revenue. 


Railroads. 


H 
1* 




a 48 


3 














64,002 

' "i.'668,*808 

184,887 

18,811 

2,604,188 

8,608,407 


78,104 

'"i,'600,'887 

126,815 

18,607 

4,080,812 

4.715,509 


7,280 

""l2,'206 

2,618 

185 

266,415 

397,480 

85,602 

10,642 

'*278*4ifl 
15,024 


160,885 




2,708,001 
288,170 

87,668 
7,740,860 
8,701.486 

85.802 
468,648 

29,802 
8.896,720 

16,024 










a 


221,088 

9,48* 

8,789,105 


236, 0OS 

20,454 

4,828,10^ 
































l.sif.'ie? 

661,420 


' l.'flK.'aW 
080,402 


""47, '829 
184,611 
2«,178 
29,200 

""80," 660 


' 8,*270,*20i 

1,686,628 

26.178 

29.200 








176,'ito 




280,217 


414.860 
80,6fO 
















11,006 


11.006 




14,187 
281,455 
101,888 


18.105 
218,625 
05,760 


82,242 






449,960 




87 


107, 104 


Total 


14,008,808 


10,247,^04 


1,818,182 


84.66P.884 



• For period from July 1, 1002, to February 16, 1808. 
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TRAFFIC— IOWA— Continued . 



Miles Ran. 


a 

! 
1& 

o 


Average Number 
of Freight Cars 


Mileage of Freight Cars. 


By Other Trains. 


in Train. 


o 

t 

O 

a 

11 


s 

! 

■a* 
J* 


fa 


1 

a 

■ p 


fa 





i 


1 


Pi 


JA 


3 

00 





O 






















90,898 


7,581 


248,800 

8,151*018 

865,882 

89,170 

t 7,749,880 

11,990,998 

88,122 

582,642 

84,465 

8,662,774 

15,084 


88 

"*28 
2 

" *22 

20 
• 7 


24 
■■"18 

""ii 

1 

" 18 
14 
4 


9 


900,527 


1,129,086 


888,651 


889,446 


288,780 
21,866 


156,247 

80,847 

1,617 


8 

1 

6 

8 


8,77*, 524 

881,752 

77,211 

'"89,995,924 
27,401 

187,689 

29,987,797 
49,776 


i2,J5i6,062 

989,117 

71,016 


8,442,785 

208,711 

17,008 


4,871,452 
144,066 
19,612 


2,869,968 


919,624 
2,480 
6,974 
1,861 

267,054 


40,492,798 
29,418 

138*476 

85,075,987 
4,254 


" 15,008,784 
12,850 

8i,*O05 

15,555,920 
852 


20,926,446 
11,815 


107,625 
8,212 


88."718 
13,015,856 




46.518 








46,876 


16,000 


61,466 
































'"'i80,697 

121,074 

600 

8,076 
















411,141 


8,812,182 
1,756,697 
26,678 
29,200 
417,426 
89,560 


22 
16 
5 
4 

15 
4 


16 
12 
8 
2 
12 
8 


6 
4 
2 
2 
8 
2 


12,907,800 

4,920.927 

02,640 


14,582,180 

7,986,261 

12,904 


0,601,646 

8,671,020 

5,252 


3,708,819 

781,490 

42,288 








854,348 
72,874 


1,175,844 
60,860 


499.074 
20,041 


119,754 




27,602 










860 

41,282 
2,202 


11.005 
201,197 
685,115 
199,896 
















168,106 
93,868 


18 
26 
20 


14 
19 
16 


4 

7 

6 


120.549 

2,112,614 

608,602 


128,028 

1,930, '05 

864,388 


88,993 
820,152 
850.514 


44,886 
757,068 
146,223 


8,000.285 


1,797,866 


4a 018, 025 


1 





107,452.455 


117,161.119 


47,218,978 


44.541,494 



f No data for mileage of non-revenue earning trains. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 55-MILE AGR 





Railroads. 






Nnmber of 
passengera 
carried 
earnln g 
rerenue. 






177,600 
4,826,180 




iiy.'.Y.'"." '..'!!.';;;.".;'.;;.' '.v.v.'.'.y .".;".."..'..! ".y.'Y.y.v.". 


18,760,286 

1,006,546 

120,604 

262,018 

9,586,201 






20,266,658 






27,240 




In & Omaha , . , T 


2,648,146 




Valley* 


588,076 






0,548,040 




j * * 


0,882 










ihwestern 


42,060 




ern 












Central) 


1,148,206 






660,624 
28,115 






22,514 






1,044,585 






11,820 












12,781 






2,017,081 
5,048,018 






227,788 


Total 




74.8S1.855 



* For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1006. 
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TRAFFIC— ENTIRE LINE. 



Passenger Traffic. 



umber of 
passengers 
carried one 
mile. 


ill 

m 






verage re- 
ceipts per 
passer per 
per mile— 
cents. 


[i 


assenger 
earnings 
per mile of 
road. 


assenger 
earnings 
per train 
mile. 


fe 


< 


H 


< 


< 


H 


PL, 


a. 


851,660 


1.08 


$ 8,877.00 


$ 

.05 


02.5 


$ 8,877.80 


$ 4,48at8 




878,478,046 


88.00 


8,800,701.08 


1.02128 


02.106 


10,884,264.88 


2,240.68 


$ 1.46100 


607,045,208 


48 61 


18,886,848.82 


1.00080 


02.082 


17,500,082 28 


2,108.24 


1.18492 


81,482,117 


42.12 
20.21 


1,668, 86a 46 
67,685.02 


.86867 
.6211 


02.08 
02. 53 


1,087,778.06 
76,880.48 


2,140.28 
681.85 




2,610,178 


.567 


5,688,688 


21.88 


148,766.24 


.556 


02.57 


172,214.48 


680.16 


.65676 


481,261,100 


48.11 


0,542,200.87 


.00641 


02.800 


12,646,606.88 
14,58^088.52 


1,860.65 


1. 12106 


602,704,276 


20.75 


12,17«,147.18 


.60104 


02.62 


2,251.58 


.03008 


817,780 


11.66 


10,412.86 


.88212 


08.277 


12,248.61 


468.77 


.84808 


188,207,266 


62.22 


8,167,121.69 


1.10608 


02.200 


8,664,004.62 


2,287.17 


1.04884 


27,064,886 


47.46 


712,851.00 


1.20048 


02.548 


012,486.89 


656.00 


1.27678 


488,708,882 


46 04 


0,460,857.07 


.00078 


02.197 


11,224,768.25 


2, 04a 66 


1.01424 


48,270 


4.88 


2,888.66 
1,168.18 


.28784 


02.056 


2,442.88 
2,140.26 


407.06 
121 58 


.16256 


188,176 


3.10 


2,088.00 
4,685.67 


.06884 


02.204 


0,605.75 
4,800.06 


108.16 
6808 














40,704,418 


48.47 


1,148,045.58 


1.00415 


03.81 


1,878,464.00 


1,818.09 


.88478 


10,617,978 


20.15 


460,648.10 


.68702 


02.3* 


557,777.60 


908.88 


. .66268 


810,886 


18.42 


8,644.81 


.880* 


02.768 


10,20172 


417,64 


.88860 


180,112 


8.00 


6,628.65 


.26 


08. 


6,545.12 


028.58 




48,820,082 


41.47 


880,046.88 


.84884 


02.084 


1,064,280.00 


1,611.86 


1.07760 


178,01a 


14.70 
8*70 


5,480.06 
8,050.*8i 


.45516 

.in" 


08.100 

oases 


6,111.08 


2iai5 
679.'2i 


.1642 


111,006 


6,001.80 


..46268 


260,268,668 


128.07 


5,068,800.82 


2.50418 


01.041 


7,208,804.02 


2,444.25 


1.17662 


880,111,042 


66.40 


6,186,600.86 


1.08187 


01.850 


7,470,002.22 


8,008 40 


.06885 


19,882,668 


44.40 


826,157.82 


1.17076 


02.686 


870,720.46 


860.48 


.6686 


8,401.046,810 


46.06 


$ 78,176,867.88 


$ .06880 


02.181 


$ 01,700.280.01 


1 2,156.78 


% 1.14720 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL EBPOET OP THE 



TABLE No. 56-MILEAGE 



Railroads. 



Freight Traffic. 



Sit* 

nil 






£X6 

m 



Ames & College. 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe — 
Chicago, Burlington, &Quinoy... 
Chicago Great western. ... 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pacific 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul. . 
Chicago, & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 



Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 
Fremont, Blkhorn & Missouri Valley*.... 



Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Colfax Northern 



Crooked Creek. 

Davenport, Rook Island & Northwestern. 

Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Des Moines Union 

Dubuaue & Sioux City (Illinois Central) 

Iowa Central 

Albia & Centerville 

Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor &Northern 

Union Pacific 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



Total. 



9,968,407 

19,216,012 

2, 76a, 807 

261,967 

600,426 

21,804,688 

80,498,440 

87,820 

6,001,079 

1,122,605 

10,697,641 

207,286 

88,199 

12,181 

24,180 



2,991,428.744 

4,878,689,090 

769,916,012 

11,096,087 

20,267,066 

4,021,766,419 

4,042,788,811 

488,018 

890,884,068 

178,969,860 

"MM 



192,846 
671,066 



1,694,006 

1,727,114 

69,986 

18,706 

1,886,894 

91,110 



16,209 

6,700,618 

9,691,614 

697,669 



808,167,062 
276,682,248 

1,624,807 

149,640 

179,607,497 

2,612.124 



188,687 
2,098,000,684 
2,198,078,888 

71,674,466 



128.686,871 



26,880,910,481 



* For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1906. 
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TRAFFIC ENTIRE LINE-Continubd. 



Freight Traffic* 



•a* 




in 

la* 




is ■> a 

pfl 






lit 

*aaj 



801. 

258.61 

274.61 

44.01 

4a 47 

183.77 

U8 

12.07 

188.87 

180.42 

281.44 

6.00 



6.84 
a 18 



2,064.75 

26,041,768.46 

42,181,082.66 

5,638,487.68 

281,261.90 

451,863.00 

84.707,046.87 

85,044,222.18 

22,868 88 

8,800,750.07 

2,841,126.67 

24,845,466.78 

81,040.88 

20,068.88 

8,161.57 

17,444.28 



18L01 

160.62 

21.80 

8 

07.78 
28.68 

""8.W 
711.40 
226.80 
H0.77 



.1. 



2.70607 
9.10248 
2.08 

.817 

.0010 
1.68881 
1.17856 

.60447 
1.48100 
2.68002 
2.84446 

.16417 

.517 

.20012 

.72202 



.001 

.864 

.74 

2.008 

2.228 

.866 

.880 

4.188 

.062 

1.588 

1.018 

2.660 



4248 
8.054 



2,566.00 

26,000,488.41 

42,170,276.08 

5,688,487.68 

281,251.00 

451,863.00 

84.877,800.11 

86,006,087.57 

22,751.47 

8,801,061.60 

2.846,028,82 

24,845,456.78 

81,040.88 

20,068.88 

8,161.57 

17,444.28 



1,200.00 
6,666.86 
6,078.75 
6,060.66 
1,012.75 
1.782.60 
5,181.42 
5,686.64 
861.80 
6,081.61 
2,048.58 
4.516.00 
6,824.08 
1,187.02 
166 80 
246.78 



$2.86187 
2.84746 
2.06 
1.706 
2.0804 
2.06880 
2.22886 
.68744 
2.24888 
1.60465 
1.0U224 
2.12660 



2,467,016.82 
1,880,858.48 

23,205.72 

8,818.88 

2, 224, 62a 58 

42,487.66 

ii'sei'oo 

20,418,414.02 
18,827,478.75 
1,008,664.70 



20& 28 8 228,676,864 861 1.80018 



1.45042 
1.06627 

.88310 

.60 
1.21102 

.46688 

'.01257' 
8.54468 
1.87617 
1.; 



7.078 
.667 
1.627 
6.26 
1 2* 
1.1 

10*881 
.878 
.606 
1.686 



2,468,081.82 
1,880,858.48 

28,206.72 

8,875.08 

2,224,620.68 

42,487.66 



8,261.44 
8,204.70 
068.18 
1,046.00 
8,466.85 
1,481.06 



1.84566 

1.88467 

.88006 



a 02186 
1.074 



14,868.60 

20,418.414 02 

18. 668,88*. 72 

1,100,708.81 



1,602.76 
6, 82a 68 
5,604.71 
2,680.82 



1.85204 
8.02064 
1.87666 
2.68066 



.881 



$224,888,278.80 



$6,278.81 



$2.88104 



240.28 
248.62 

18.07 
241.26 
106.68 
187.70 

82.80 



.48 



.67 



271.24 



14 
14. 77 



18.24 
14.41 
a 60 
14.80 
10.58 
12.01 
22.66 



168.86 
110.06 
58.25 
20.00 
248 08 
66 



10.00 
16.26 
20.18 

iaoo 

13 15 
20 



3ia87 
801.76 
171. 



14.05 
16.28 
18.74 



11.60 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 57— MILEAGE TRAFFIC 



Railroads. 



Passenger and Freight Traffic. 



Passenger and Freight Revenue. 




O 

e 



i 

as 



Ames & College 

Atchison, Topeka& Santa Fe 

Chicago, Burlington & Qulncy 

Chicago Great Western 

Mason City & Fort Dodge 

Wisconsin. Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 

Chicago & North- Western 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota. 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha . 

Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley •. 

Chicago, Rock island & Pacific 

Colfax Northern 

Crooked Creek 

Davenport, Rook Island & Northwestern . . . 

Dss Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 

Dee Moines Union 

Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) 

Iowa Central 

Albia & Center ville 

Manchester & Oneida. 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North A South 

Newton & Northwestern 

Tabor & Northern 

Union Pacific % 

Wabash 

Willmar & Sioux Falls 



Total. 



10,962.74 

85,251,464.64 

56.018.826.S8 

7,286.796.04 

298,786.92 

596,109.24 

44,889,246.24 

48,120,869.26 

82.776.24 

11,467,880.70 

8,558,477.56 

34,806,818 80 

84,288.48 

21,197.01 

11,097.67 

21,979.80 



4,857.58 

8,805.06 

846.18 

12a 90 

271.00 

6,796.90 

6,456 91 

26.40 

1.E23.89 

1,435.16 

5,500.56 

6.00 

17.61 

48.98 

70.70 



8,606,060.90 

2,800,606.58 

81,840.58 

18,947.68 

8,105,466.91 

17,967.71 



757.52 
568.48 

24 44 

8.00 

641.84 

28.67 



18,828.00 

26,471,814.24 

19,462,979 60 

1,428,822.11 



8.79 

2,949.09 

2,041.70 

486.78 



1296,862,801.68 



48,788.98 



7,287.00 
6,745.00 
7,889.49 
2,478.01 
2,850.86 
6,528.44 
7,462.54 
1,241.62 
7,019.82 
2,648.69 
6,286.88 
5,718.90 
1,266.69 
226.80 
810.88 



4,750.08 
4,119.60 
1,802.80 
1,866.18 
4,888.38 
1,696.95 



2,141.97 
8,687.18 
7,887.56 
8,26a 19 



$6,786.86 



* For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1903. 
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— ENTIRE LINE— Continued. 



Passenger and Freight Traffic. 



Passenger and Freight 
Earnings. 


Gross Earnings from 
Operation. 


Expenses. 


Net Earnings from 
Operation. 


§ 

S 

< 


1 

cu 


§ 

a 
< 


1 

u 

9 


§ 

o 

• 1 


1 

cm 


1 
3 


6 
1 


$ 11,483.99 


$ l\ 797*05 
7,187.00 
8,209.98 
2,544.10 
2,462.74 
6,902.07 
7,887.28 
1,325.57 
7,818.67 
2,688.59 
6,567.66 
5,732.08 
1,259.47 
364.95 
314.78 


$ 11,483.99 

88,622,757.57 

61,647,596.72 

7,818,918.15 

450,835.68 

625,452.21 

47,662,787.57 

50,787,228 97 

35,565.97 

12,111,814.54 

8,762,670.32 

36,809,492.61 

34,422.80 

24,200.84 

76,790.79 

22,288.65 


$ 5,774.74 
7,930.44 
7,422.90 
8,411.87 
8,728.99 
2,470.19 
7,012.41 
7,865.66 
1,347.20 
7,413.15 
2,700 86 
6,601.06 
5,787.18 
1,374.36 
1,569.40 
314.90 


$ 8, 164.44 

22,417,054 49 

87,742,489.23 

5,856,76929 

216,594.69 

881,484.69 

80,128,059.26 

32,265,060.46 

29,611.22 

7,605,863.82 

2.442,522.82 

28,049,654.08 

18,308 49 

23,109.90 

68,964.16 

22,621.23 




$ 


37,374,748.29 

50,688,358.21 

7,681,210.63 

307,582.83 

628,667.48 

47, 524, 49a. 97 

50,604,027.09 

94, W4. vo 

11,966,956.81 
3,759,409.71 

96,070,214.96 
34,392.21 
22,179.09 
17,857.32 
22,254.19 


$ 4,614.86 
4,544 52 
6,800.92 
1,791.62 
1,606.65 
4,482.6) 
4,995.48 
1,121.64 
4,665.48 
1,753.3C 
4,190.40 
8,050 58 
1,312.18 
1,807.25 
319.96 


16, K 

28,90 

1.96 

28 

24 

17,68 

18,53 

4,50 

1.82 

18,25 

1 

I 

i 


115.66 
178.89 
10.95 
87.47 
66.68 
79.80 
70 12 
25.56 
67.72 
47.56 
10.65 
H3.55. 
61.95 
62.14 
5.05 

99.81 
89.49 

B7.08 

:r7.43 

38.10 
70.13 

34.78 
P5.66 
74.77 
89.14 

w _„8&91 


3,886,486.22 

2,897,688.08 

33,500.44 

14,921.10 

3,268.750.62 

48.508.69 


5,064.54 
4,298.58 
1,870.72 
1,865.13 
5,077.20 
1,695 95 

"*2,*270.76 
9,397.88 
8,51&20 
3,889. 


4,122,661.01 

2,441,565 95 

83,666.06 

14,921.10 

3,417,874.87 

48,628.60 


5, 42.18 
4,872 19 
1,877.08 
1,865.18 
5,824 34 
1,695.95 


8,516,690.56 

1,944.848.08 

31,527.60 

10,621.69 

1,964,081.68 

69,780.27 


4,642.37 
3,482.70 
1,290.00 
1,327.71 
3,091.24 
2,482.16 


60 
49 

1,48 
t 2 


19,969 99 

27,626.718.94 

21, 140, 82a 94 

1,480,432.76 


20,276.83 

28,602,715.82 

21,200,328.94 

1,504,185.26 


2,808.01 
9,698.88 
8,587.16 
8,444.08 


18, 26a 71 

17,114,108.40 

16,048.068.48 

962, 96a 22 


2,077.77 
5,808 18 
6,462.39 
2,204.94 


11,48 

5,15 

54 


$ 316,041,516.51 


$ 7,226.62 


$821,809,741.80$ 7, 346. 07 $ 208, 962, 065. 70 


$ 4.668.16 


$ 117,84 



t Deficit. 
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TWENTY-8IXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE No. 58— MILEAGE TRAFFIC 





Miles Ran. 




By Trains Earning Revenue. 


Railroads. 


i 
1 


•a 
I 


•8 


1 














7,800,787 
18,608,466 
2,400,0« 
184,887 
260,481 
10,184.880 
14,180,881 


9,906,816 
16,784,048 
8,284,694 
126,816 
218,884 
16,644,724 
14,910.019 


1,620,809 

1,188,064 

17,768 

2,518 

2,186 

1,006,180 

1,286,866 

85,002 

492,876 

87,688 

520,007 

16,024 


18,027,861 




81,601,442 

6,768,880 

208,170 

470,601 

26,026,784 






tto 




80,876.206 

88,602 

6,082.972 




La & Omaha 


2.992 488 

627,680 

10,646,601 


8,198.168 

1,692,812 

12,640,642 


IValley* 


2,80^680 

28,007,740 

16,024 










hwestern 










lern 














'"i,*782,626 
1,248,896 






i Central) 


1,607.468 
707,070 


47,829 
184,611 
26,178 
29,200 

""80,'660 


8,427,808 

2,066,686 

26,178 

20,200 

1,606,806 

80,600 












060,766 


786,142 
















if. 006 
08,868 

182,671 


11,006 
12,708,200 
14,000,820 




6.088,678 

7,716,162 

4)16,860 


6,666,200 

7,284,168 

284,862 






862,802 




Total 


79.985.849 


96,199,740 


6.778,518 


182,006,011 



• For period from July 1. 1902, to February 16, 1908. 
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—ENTIRE LINE— Continued. 



Mile* Run. 



By Other Trains. 



a 


05 


JS 


1*8 


3 


> 


s« 


OD 






9 

o 

ii 



Oar Mileage. 



■a 5 

lit 



o ° 

2*8 



#2 



8,433,461 

""860,410 
21.866 
14,472 



10,602,926 

"il'mim 

407,204 



571,005 



801,004 
80,848 
56,868 



8,065,028 

2,480 

472,887 

200.388 

671,616 



22,088,217 

81,561,442 

6,914,808 

865,882 

546,826 

26,926,734 

44,044,219 

88,122 

8,722.170 

8,984,212 

24,279,866 

16,004 



100,687,860 



112,706,868 



16 



18 



80,819,429 

881,762 

969.841 

167,891,578 

186,468,644 

27.401 

28,868,777 

9,826,888 

84,106,710 

49,776 



27,481,250 

989,117 

921,722 

146,864,876 

144,061,580 

89,418 

82,992,528 

7,671,845 

106,860,169 

4,264 



47,270,965 

7,170,271 

208,711 

258,857 

56,194,619 

60.849,732 

12,850 

18,678,028 

4,978,657 

68,418,616 



89,840,877 



9,840,748 

144,066 

229,201 

67,816,206 

57,100,128 

11,316 

7,180,461 

6,166,467 

86,754,882 

46,618 



100,187 



86,841 



186,978 



418,381 



241,490 

127,672 

500 



141,874 



4,087,629 

2,213,257 

26,678 

29,200 

1,887,472 

89,560 



16 
12 
8 
2 
19 
3 



18,848,845 

6,665,267 

62,640 



14,917,1 

10,406,682 

12,904 



6,724,482 

4,647,186 

5,252 



6,876,988 
72,874 



7,284,242 
60,880 



2,074,570 
20.041 



2,179,806 
8, 128,486 



626,181 

1,876,086 

12,240 



11,006 

16,602,736 

19,506,841 

864,682 



29 
26 
16 



19,406,080 
70,420,483 
2,216,607 



60,917,686 

66,008,682 

2,991,972 



22,788.486 



7.891.8021 



218.688,4891 



667.887.666 



740,626.247 



16,797,160 

27,888,888 

1,215,788 

"801^254,334 



8,880,969 

996,680 

42,288 



1,068,046 
87,602 



88,188,967 

26,286,486 

601,174 

294.082,780 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



TABLE No. 59— 





Products of Agriculture. 


Railroadn. 




u 


O 

s 


eg 


ffl 
























290,374 

40,142 

18, 818 

605,902 

721,4*8 

6,629 

44,303 

910 

1,005,948 

1,157 

2,465 


166,984 

24,871 

7,467 

84,987 

48,024 

266 

7,429 

80 

126,904 

206 

7 


18,097 

2,696 

842 

68,848 

66,880 

87 

16,844 

12 

128,069 

206 


15,703 
2,820 

7ul 








12,207 
14,751 

126 

10,869 

29 

86,872 

178 






ia 




ttolfftx No^hftm ...-., 


Crooked Creek 


Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern 






Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 










Des Moines Union 


""289,*652 

134, 170 

534 

1,809 

78,796 

3,440 

9,771 


"96,928 

75,807 

B05 

1,300 

18,488 

759 






Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central.) 

Iowa Central 


81,420 
12,880 
26 
1,185 
8,662 
12,000 


9,100 

5,356 

«1 

880 
2,150 

260 


Albia & Centerville 


Manchester & Oneida 

Minneapolis & St. Louis 

Muscatine North & South 


Newton & Northwestern 


Tabor & Northern 








Union Pacific 


"46,040 


""5,800 


7,*778 




Wabash 


"8,969 


Willmar & Sioux Falls 












Total 


8, 144, 188 


604,302 


842,474 


114.541 





• For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1906. 
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TONNAGE-IOWA. 



Products of Agriculture . 


Products of Animals. 


e 

c 

1 


s * 


ocd 


a 
o 

1 


i 


& 

to 
H 


• 

8 

8 


BO 
3 




Other 
packing 
house 
products 


€9-8 

peo§ 


1 


8 J2 


s 



























































564 












50,076 

7,625 

1,980 

82,870 

27,911 

6 

8,018 

175 

25,677 










46,916 

6,948 

1,998 

12,488 

47,858 

318 

5,870 

2,166 

91,849 

80 

90 


t 17,096 
+ 3,708 






97,631 

14,625 

4,459 

838,764 

887,446 

4,254 

72,802 

467 

897,880 

2,156 

686 


30,562 

4,575 

1,465 

65,906 

41,672 

20 

1,908 

12,067 


3,606 
570 
142 
8,629 
7,196 
106 
125 


1,483 

' 27 

4,418 

5,292 

28 

138 


3,584 

650 

252 

6,877 

6,916 

1 

344 
















16,918 








110 
52 


+ 18,040 

5,792 

205 


12,001 

8,862 

140 






4 




























10,182 


1,727 


9,779 




■j- 






















4 








8 
















































3,782 
701 


*2*282 
2,108 














"l,581 


"275 
5 


176,227 

65,853 

176 

2,740 

10,668 

758 

2,028 










71 


55,608 
9,848 
27 
22 
5,477 
2,860 






7,677 
646 


606 


54,317 
15,626 


6,912 
2,149 

230 
17 

867 




24 


















70 




260 
292 


58 
372 






160 

28 


60 
99 
158 






9,824 
282 


933 
100 












































































1,918 




184 


5,682 




343 








10,564 


8,240 


3,484 




219 






























35.788 




88.878 




402 


294, 584 


70 


7,825 


48.8W 


23,048 


280 


1,599,314 


171,616 


278.543 


18,008 





t Including eggs and cheese. 
t Other agricultural products. 
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Products of Mines. 


Railroads. 
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1! 
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3 

o 

o 

it 

pa 


0* 

J* 

o 
O 


i 

o 






















"!*!!1J!!!"!*!'"""""!!!! 




""i62,*699 

38,200 

9,445 

364,868 

829,630 

9,669 

27,870 

8,187 

808,684 

196,937 

15,970 

5,662 


5,*86l 
850 

*i,*946 
10,863 

369 
24 

1,810 






1,009 

23.916 

454 

670 

245 

2,654 


8,785 
53 




a 


"'& 




40,762 









53 


26 


i 













1 


237,860 

689,077 

57,103 

1,930 

63,778 

10,830 

107,217 


'i*384 

7,888 

163 

43 






15,684 
3,640 
15 
181 
2,970 
1,890 


1,256 
16 

































I 6,759 


76,647 


1,124 


1,869 




59,960 


3,806,863 




Total 


34,799 


58,786 



• For period from July 1, 1902, to February 16> 1W6. 
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IOWA — Continued. 



Products of 
Mines. 


Products of Forests. 


Manufactures. 


HI 

CD 


2 


J 
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Telegraph, 
telephone 
and eleotrlo 
light poles. 


1* 
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i 
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i 
M 

2-° 


1 
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CO 

n 
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112,261 


924 

21,757 

341 

"887 
35,497 

""i7 

i6,*838 
6,896 

"266 

1,460 


02,882 

21,022 

4,678 

82,896 

169,011 

1,959 

6,642 

1,076 

317,901 

1,265 

1,187 

2,279 


46,141 




36,266 

6,260 

1,483 

6,607 

18,166 

108 

1,588 

239 

11,662 

111 


11,096 

1,626 

709 

"10,618 

68 

1,874 

14 

42,884 

70 


9,27T 

1,826 

709 

16,481 

21,880 

188 


6,294 
961 
157 

8, 146 
26 
247 


19,049 

2,974 

806 

6,298 

7,266 

96 

707 

197 

80,482 

77 

60 

500 


178 

78 

6,011 

28 

22 

1 

86,817 

7 


+48,216 

7,428 

1,646 

19,811 

20,460 

488 


16,872 




8,728 
90,079 
68,684 

1,067 


2,489 

69,601 

28,969 

602 


668 


6,887 




t*,409 
129 


4,681 


186 

107,664 

2,298 

60 




214,606 
807 




52,184 
162 


8,467 


t90, 769 

t 844 

19 








10,721 












170 






























"**7,*996 

7,009 

81 


" 27,270 

6,748 

49 


' "26,297 
1,288 




51,444 
86,060 


171,644 
104,972 
1,774 
1,870 
77,807 
29,174 


10,154 




21,789 

19,978 

86 


26,169 

4,756 

81 


445 

10,487 
50 


+88,469 
8,671 
+ 177 


464 






360 




802 


1,650 
340 




1,958 
390 


6,*874 
2,920 


171 
689 


846 


1,612 
810 


64 


41,817 
2,270 














.... 












































6,706 




16,486 


6,268 




8,067 


1,041 


1,771 


3,807 


5, 56t 




6,799 






82,811 




263,207 






1io]688 


114,505 


88,465 


109,008 


~2l^m 




619,734 


1.096,769 


568 


126,668 


846,669 



+ Including brick. 
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Mississippi River. 


Railroads. 


Location of Bridge. 


i 
1 

I 


1 

1 


, 


Am ee & College 










Atchison, Topple* & Bantu. F« ,.,..,,,,. r .,. t - 


Fort Madison 


646,808 
14280,282 


687,290 
1,882 008 


1,882,608 
2,662,876 


Ghicago, Burlington & Qulnoy 

Chicago, Great Western 


Burlington 


Dubuque 


Mason City & Fort Dodge 




i,*667,*484 

17(1,979 

1,581,879 


i,*787,'744 

168,278 

1,289,274 




Wisconsin, Minnesota & Pacific 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 


(Sabula.... V.". '.'.'..'.'.'.'. 

1 North McGregor 

Clinton 


'"'8,866,2» 


Chicago & North- Western 


889, 26B 
2,881,168 


Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 




Chicago^ fit. Panl, Minneapolis «& Omaha. . . 






Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley 






1,126.679 




Chicago, Rook Island & Pacific '. 


Davenport 


1,880,487 


2,946,116 


Colfax Northern , 


Crooked Creek 










Davenport, Rock Island & Northwestern 

Dee Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 


Davenport 


5,601 


2,818 


7,71» 


Des Moines Union 










Dubuque & Sioux City (Illinois Central) 

Iowa Central .... 


Dubuque 


606, 218 
287,118 


611,775 
488,766 


1,216, 90S 
770,884 


KeithsHurg , . . . r 


Albia & OenterviUe 




Manchester & Onqid* ,,, - - - , ,-,, ..... T .... 










Minneapolis & St Louis 










Muscatine North & South 










Newton A Northwestern. 










Tabor & Northern 










Union Pacific » , TTtT , TT 










Wabash 










Willmar & Sioux Falls. 














7,970210 






Total 


7,482.106 


16,898.818 
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MISSISSIPPI AND MISSOURI RIVERS. 



Missouri River. 



Location of Bridge. 


I 
i 


■1 

s 


1 


















































j Prttin^l Bln<fa . . , 


318,508 
168,189 


250,651 
98,202 


678,119 


Blair, Nebraska 


256,891 




Sioux City 

Blair, Nebraska 


318,842 
225,680 


202,2*0 
1*6,468 


520,462 
841,102 










































Ooup<»n Rtaff* .......,, 


68,066 


71,948 


180,999 






















































Council Rlnff* 






1,848,706 




























1,068,604 


742.879 


3,174.779 
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Killed. 
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or! 
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*3 


Cause of 
Death. 


Railroads. 
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3 





1- . 
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• 




n 

7 
1 


"2 

15 
8 


"*2 
26 
11 

1 


:::: 


.... 

3 
2 
















1 












1 
2 


27 
16 


84 
83 


62 
51 




16 
8 








It Omaha 




1 
"20 


2 
"81 


8 
"52 








alley* 


"l 


"2 


..» 


.... 


western 
















a 












' 2 


"io 
4 


"is 

2 


"27 

6 


.... 


11 




mtral) 




































I 


1 
























































1 
2 

lUO 


"*5 
148 


1 
7 

250 


.... 
4 


87 
















Total 


7 


1 



• From period from July 1, 1902, to February 16, 1903. 
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ACCIDENTS. 



Killed. 


Injured. 


Cause of Death. 
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407 
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6 
4 

io 
11 


3 
24 

7 
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88 
87 
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9 

6 

*20 
66 
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1 
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68 
9 
26 

8 

84 

296 


* 2 












6 
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6 
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.... 


" # 8 


.... 


19 
19 


"i 


26 
16 


"ii 

31 








1 
8 


t 


9 
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.... 


1 










1 


1 


4 

2 
108 

1 
1 
8 




"A 


11 
2 
281 
1 
1 
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1 








1 
"80 
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"i6 


6 
2 
26 


.... 
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8 
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21 
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1,001 
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1.817 
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MILEAGE, OFFICERS AND DIRECTORS 



OP 



RAILWAY COMPANIES. 



Digitized by LjOOQ IC 



Digitized by 



Google 



MILEAGE, OFFICERS AND DIRECTORS OF RAILWAY 

COMPANIES. 



AMES & COLLEGE RAILWAY COMPANY. 



PROPERTY OPERATED. 



1. Railroad line represented by capital stock: 
a Main line. 





Terminals. 


|1S 


Name. 


From— 


To- 


Ames & College 


Amw 


Oollege 


1.98 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Name. 



Location of 
Office. 



Chairman of board.. 

President 

First Tiee president. 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

General manager. . 



W. M. Greeley 
W. M. Geeeley 
E. W. Stanton. 
M. K. Smith. .. 
H. Westerman 
M K. Smith. 



Ames, 
Ames, 
Ames, 
Ames, 
Ames, 
Amen. 



Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Postofflce Address. 



Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 



W. M.Greeley 
E. W. Stanton.. 
M. K. Smith 
Herman Knapp. 
H. Westerman. 
0. F. Cortiss.... 
G. H. France. 



Ames, Iowa 

Ames, Iowa 

Ames, Iowa 

Ames, Iowa 

Ames, Iowa 

Ame*. Iowa 

Dee Moines. Iowa . 



January 9, 1904 
January 9, 1904 
January 9, 1904 
January 9, 1904 
January 9, 1904 
January 9, 1904 
January 9. 1904 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 84. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, January 9, 1908. 
8. Give postoffloe address of general office, Ames, Iowa. 

4 . Uive postoffloe address of operating office, Ames, Iowa. 

(139) 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA PE RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1 . Railroad line represented by capital stock : 

a Main line. 

6 Branches and spurs. 

2. Proprietary companies whose entire capital stosk is owned by this company. 
6. Line operated under trackage rights. 





Terminals. 




X*1 

111 


1 Name. 


From— 


To- 


In 


1. a The Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe Railway oompany 


Chicago, III 


Denver. Colo 

State line, N.M.& Tex 
State Line l N.M.& Tex 

Longton, Kan 

Kinsley, Kan 

Winfleld Junct'n, Kan. 

Purcell, I. T 

Deming, N. M 


1,18a 72 
680.91 
896.20 
44.18 
88.68 
72.78 
28266 
64.65 

62.68 
76.40 

118.67 
62.74 
46.41 
26.27 
84.80 
19.42 
62.86 
24.71 
67.71 
40.67 
17.08 
64.70 
66.86 
88.28 
1L68 

161.88 
22.66 
48.66 
08.21 
26.80 

12a 07 

46.38 
20.41 
70 77 

ioa 88 

87.01 
21.06 
141.8b 
80.61 

8.88 
48.86 
18.18 
27.80 
18.62 
4a 60 
1&81 

a 66 




La Junta, Colo 

North Ottawa, Kan... 

Chanute, Kan 

Hutchinson, Kan 

Florence, Kan 






Newton, Kan ........ 

Rinoon, M.M 

Anoona, 111 

North Lexington, Mo. 

St. Joseph, Mo 

Holliday, Kan 




1. o The Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe Railway company 


Pekin, 111 


2,647.76 


St. Joseph, Mo 

Emporia Junct'n, Kan. 

Topeka, Kan 

Hawthorne, Kan 
North Ottawa, Kan. .. 

Alma, Kan 

Quenemo, Kan 

(iridley, Kan 

Yates Center, Kan — 

Pittsburg. Kan 

Madison Junct'n, Kan. 

OoffeyvUle, Kan. 

Oedarvale, Kan 

Owaseo, T. T. 






Wilder, Kan, -,.,,..., 






Lawrence, Kan 

Bur Un game, Kan 

Osage City, Kan 

Buriingame Jot. , Kan. 
Colony, Kan 






Ohauute, Kan 

Benedict Junct'n, Kan. 

Cherryvale, Kan 

Independence, Kan 

Niotaze, Kan *.. 

Emporia, Kan 

Bazar, Kan 

Neva, Kan 






Mollne/Kan. 

Strong City. Kan ... 
Superior. Neb 






Abilene, Ka n 


Sauna, Kan 






Manchester. Kan 

Florence, Kan 

Little River, Kan 

Great Bend, Kan 

Lamed, Kan 

Augusta, Kan 

Wichita, Kan...? 

Mai vane, Kan 

Mulvane, Kan. 

Attica, Kan 

Hutchinson, Kan : 

Pueblo, Ool« 


Barnard, Kan 

Elllnwood, Kan. 

Holyrood, Kan 

Scott City. Kan 

Jetmore, Kan — 

Mulvane, Kan 

Pratt, Kan 

Englewood. Kan 

Caldwell, Kan 

Medicine Lodge, Kan. 

Cross, O T 

Canyon City, Colo .... 

Rockvale, Colo 

Tonkawa, 0. T 

Santa Fe, N. M. .... 

Magdelena, N. M 

Lake Valley, N.M.... 

Silver City, N. M 

Santa Rita, N. M 

Fierro, N. M 






Clelland, Colo 






Wellington, Kan 

Lamy, N. M 






8ooorfo, N. M 

Nutt, it. M 

Deming, N. M 

Whitewater, N. M.... 
Hanover Junct'n, N.M. 








12,012.92 
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PROPERTY OPERATED- GORTUruxD. 





Terminals. 


ill 


Ill 
|1i 


Name. 


Prom- 


To- 


2. Rio Grande & El Paso Rail- 
road company 

Eastern Oklahoma Rail- 
road company 


Texas State Line 

Guthrie, O. T.... 

Ripley, O. T 

Canning, O. T. 

Cashing, O. T, ,,-.... 


ElPaso, Texas 

Ralston, O. T 


2a n 

89.76 
10.98 
6.88 
18.40 
16.60 
10.60 

K48 
6.91 
6.44 
19.66 
6.61 
2.68 




Cashing, O. T, 






Avery, O. T 






Quay, O. T 

KawOity, O. T 

Cashion, O. T 

Stewart Ave. , Chicago 

Pekin Junction 

K*nqftAOitT, , 




6. C. & W. I. R. R. Co 

T., P. & W. Ry. Oo 

K. O.Beit Ry. Oo 

a, R. I. &P.Ry. Oo 

Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. 


Newkirx, O. T 

Seward, O. T 

Dearborn Station 

Streator Junction 

Big Blue Junction 

St. Joseph. Mo 

Niotaze, Kan.... .... 

State Line 


168.18 


Atchison, Kan. 

State Line 




P., B. &M. V. R. R. Co .... 


Superior, Neb 










42.48 


Total mileage operated . . 


4,871.84 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Location of Office. 



P r e sident 

Assistant to president. . . 
Assistant to president 

First vioe president 

Second vioe president ... . 
Third vice president 
Secretary and treasurer. 
Assistant secretary 



General counsel. 

Comptroller , 

Deputy comptroller 

General auditor 

Assistant general auditor. 
Auditor or disbursements. 

Freight auditor 

Ticket auditor 

General manager 

Chief engineer 

Chief engineer (acting). . 
General superintendent 



General superintendent 

Superintendent of telegraph. 



Signal engineer 

Superintendent of transportation. 

Oar accountant 



Superintendent of motive power 

Assistant superintendent of motive power., 

General purchasing agent 

Assistant general purchasing agent 

General solicitor 

General attorney 

General attorney 

Claims attorney 

Tax commissioner 

Chief surgeon 

Freight trafflo manager 

Passenger trafflo manager 

Assistant trafflo manager 



General freight agent... 
Assistant general freight agent . 
Assistant general freight agent. 
Assistant general freight agent . 

General passenger agent 

1 baggage agent. 



General! 



E. P. Ripley 

W. B. Jansen 

A. H. Payson.. 

E. D. Eenna 

Paul Morton, 

J. W. Eendriek 

E. Wilder 

L. C. Doming 

H. W. Gardiner. 

Victor Morawetz 

D. L. Gallup 

D. J. Bheehan 

H. O. Whitehead .... 

W. E. Bailey 

J. W. White. 

W. J. Healy 

J.F. Mitchell 

H. U. Madge 

James Dun , 

C. A, Morse 

J. E. Hurley 

D. E. Cain 

C. H. Gaunt 

T. a Stevens 

0. W. Kouns 

G. B. Hetherington. 
G. R. Henderson.... 

Alfred Lovell 

W. E. Hodges. 

M. J. Collins 

E. D. Eenna. 

Robert Dunlap 

F. T. A, Jonkin 

J. D. M. Hamilton.. 

E T. OartUdge 

J P. Easter 

W. B. fiiddle 

G. T. Nicholson 

W. A.BisseU 

J. E. Gorman. . . 

F. O. Maegly 

F. H. Manter 

C. W. Cook 

W. J Black 

P. Walsh. 



Chicago, IU 

Chicago, 111 

San Francisco, Osl 

Chicag), III 

Chicago, III 

Chicag >, 111 

Topeka, Kan 

New York, N. Y.. 
New York, N. Y.. 
New York, N. Y.. 
New York, N. Y.. 
New York, N. Y.. 

Chicago, III 

Chicago, 111 

Topeka, Kan 

Topeka, Kan. 

Topeka, Kan 

Topeka, Kan 

Chicago, 111 

Topeka, Kan 

Topeka. Kan 

La Junta, Kan..... 

Topeka, Kan 

Topeka, Kan 

Topeka, Kan 

Topeka, Kan 

Topeka, Kan 

Topeka, Kan 

Chicago, III 

Chicago, 111 

Chicago, 111 

Chicago, III 

Chicago, III 

Topeka, Kaa 

Topeka, Kan 

Topeka, Kan 

Chicago, III 

Chicago, 111 

San Francisco, Cal. 

Chicago, 111 

Chicago, 111 

Chicago, III 

Topeka, Kan 

Topeka, Kan 

Topeka, Kan. 
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142 TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 

DIRECTORS. 



Names of Directors. 



Address. 



*i 



H. Rleman Duval 

Thomas P. Fowler — 

Ohas. a Gleed 

Victor Morawetz 

Edward J. Berwind.. 

E. D. Kenna 

R Somen Hares .... 
Andrew 0. Jobes. ..... 

George G. Haven 

JohnG. MoOullough 
Benjamin P. Cheney., 
Edward P. Ripley.... 

Charles Steele 

Byron L. Smith 

Bowel Jones 



New York. 
New York 

Topeka 

New York. 
New York., 



NewYork 

Wichita, Kan. 

New York 

Vermont 

Boston 

Ohioago 

New York .... 

Chicago 

Topeka. 



1906 
1906 
1906 
1906 
1904 
190* 
1904 
1904 
1906 
1906 
1906 
1900 
1900 
1900 
1900 



Nora— Term of director expires on second Thursday in December of year opposite name. 

1. Total nnmber of stockholders at date of last election, 14,642. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for eleotion of directors, December 11, 1902. 
8. Give postofflce address of general office, Topeka, Kansas 

4. Give postofflce address of operating office, Topeka, Kansas. 
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OFFICERS, 



Title. 



Location of Office. 



President 

First vice president 

Second vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

General counsel 

General solicitor 

General solicitor 

•General solicitor 

General auditor 

Auditor 

Auditor. 

General manager 

General manager 

General manager 

Chief engineer 

Chief engineer 

Chief engineer 

General superintendent 

General superintendent 

General superintendent 

Supervisor of telegraph 

Freight traffic manager 

General freight agent 

General freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

Passenger traffic manager 

General passenger atrent 

General passenger agent. 

Assistant general passenger agent , 
Assistant general passenger agent . 

General baggage agent 

General baggage agent 

Land commissioner 



Geo. B. Harris 

D. Miller 

Howard Elliott 

T. S. Howland 

T. 8. Howland. 

J. W. Blythe 

0. M. Dawes. 

0. F. Manderson... 

O. M. Spencer 

C. I. Sturgis 

W. P. Durkee 

B. L. Crosby 

F. A. Delano 

C. W. Holdredge... 

0. M . Levey , 

W. L. Breckenridge. 

1. 8. P. Weeks 

L. F. Goodale 

F. 0. Rice 

T.E. Calvert 

Henry Miller 

W. W. Ryder 

Thos. Miller 

D. O. Ives 

W. Gray 

W. B. Hamblin 

E R. Puffer 

Geo. Morton 

0. E. Spens 

A.B. Smith 

F. Montmorency.... 

W. C. Maxwell 

P. S. Eustis 

Jno. Francis 

L. W. Wakeley 

W. A. Lalor 

J. E. Buckingham .. 

F. Hj Ellis 

T Marsland 

W. W. Baldwin 



Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, III 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago. 111. 
Chicago. 111. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Chicago, 111. 
Omaha, Neb. 
St. Joseph. Mo. 
Chicago, IlL 
Omaha, Neb. 
St. Joseph. Mo. 
Chicago, 111. 
Omaha, Neb. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
Chicago, 111. 
Lincoln, Neb. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
Chicago, 111. 
Lincoln, Neb. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, 111. 
Omaha, Neb. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, IU. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
Chicago, 111. 
Omaha, Neb. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
Chicago, 111. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Chicago, 111. 
Lincoln, Neb. 
Burlington, Iowa. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Postofflce Address. 



Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 



Charles E. Perkins. 
Edward F. Nichols 

Geo. B. Harris 

Jas. J. Hill 

W. P. Olough 

Robert Bacon. 

E M. Harriman — 

Jacob H. Schiff 

George J. Gould . . , 
H. McK. Twombly. 
Norman B. Ream. . 



Burlington, Iowa. 
New York, N.Y.. 

Chicago, 111 , 

St. Paul, Minn. .. 
New York, N. Y.. 
New York, N. Y.. 
New York, N Y.. 
New York, N. Y.. 
New York, N. Y.. 
New York, N. Y.. 
N aw York, NY.. 



November 
November 
November 
November 
November 
November 
November 
November 
November 
November 
November 



4,1906 
4,1906 
4,1906 
4,1908 
4,1908 
4,1908 
4,1908 
4,1908 
4,1908 
4,1908 
4,1908 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 489. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, November 6, 190?. 
8. Give postofflce address of general office, 209 Adams street, Chicago, IlL 

4. Give postofflce address of operating office, 209 Adams street, Chicago, 111. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



CHICAGO GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad line represented by capital stock : 

a Main line. 

o Branches and spurs. 

2. Proprietary companies whose entire capital stock is owned by this company. 
5. Lines operated under trackage rights. 





Terminals. 


u 

a 




Name. 


From— 


To- 




Chicago Great Western Railway 

Company 

a 


St. Paul. Minn 

Aiken, III 

Galena, 111 


Dubnque, Iowa 

Forest Home, 111. ...... 

Aiken, 111 


263. 58 
148.93 
1.83 
130. 38 
159 25 
23.00 
49.20 

63 95 
7.48 
7 57 
5 81 










Oelwein, Iowa 

Des Moines, Iowa 

Bee Creek, Mo 


Des Moines, Iowa 

St. Joseph, Mo 

Beverly, Mo 




^ 


Hayfleld, Minn 

Sumner, Iowa 


Manley Junction, Iowa 

Hampton, Iowa 

Wilson Junction, Iowa 
Mantorviile, Minn. 
DeKalb, Til 


761. ;»♦ 




Cedar Falls, Iowa 

Eden, Minn 

Sycamore, 111 

Minneapolis, Minn — 

Dubnque, Iowa 

East Dubnque, 111 

Portage Curve, 111 — 

Forest Home, 111 

In city of Des Moines,Ia 
In city of Des Moines, [a 

In city of St .Joseph, Mo 
In city of St Joseph, Mo 
Leavenworth, Kan 

In city of Leaven wor h 

In city of Leavenworth 

Beverly, Mo 

Stlllings, Mo 






St. Paul, Minn 

East Dubuque, 111 

Portage Curve, in 

Galena, 111 


Si.bl 


2. DeKalb & Greet Western 

(included under ' *B. ") 
6. As follows: 

Bt Paul & Northern Pacific . . 

D. & Dubuque Bridge Co 

Illinois Central Railroad 

Chicago, Burlington & Q. 


10.56 
.69 

13.23 
.62 

10.18 

2.26 

.44 

.81 

.39 

27.91 

2.40 

1.40 

3.59 

1.81 
7.63 
260 


Chicago Terminal Transfer . . 


Chicago, 111 




Des Moines Union Railway . . . 






Dee Moines & Kansas City 






Kansas City, St. Joseph 
n ranch - - 






St. Joseph Terminal Co 

Kansas City Northwestern . . 

Leavenworth Northern & 

Southern 






Kansas City, Kan 




Leavenworth, Topeka & 
Northwestern 

Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacinc 


Kansas City, Kan 

Stlllings, Mo 




Leavenworth Terminal Rail- 
way & B. Company 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
Kansas City Suburban Belt. . 


Leavenworth, Kan 

Bee Creek, Mo 

Kansas and Mo 




St. Joseph, Mo 

In city of Kansas City, 


86.83 


Total 


932,01 
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Title. 



Location of Office. 



Chairman of board 

President 

First vice president , 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

General solicitor 

Attorney 

Auditor 

General manager 

Assistant general manager , 

Chief engineer 

General superintendents 

Division superintendent 

Division superintendent , 

Division superintendent 

Traffic manager 

General freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent. . . 
General passenger agent . ... 

Assistant general passenger agent. 

General ticket agent 

Assistant general ticket agent .. . 
General baggage agent 



A. B. Stickney 

A. B.8tiokney 

Amel Oppenheim 

R. 0. Wight 

R. O.Barnard 

F. B. Kellogg 

A. G. Briggs 

C. O. Kalman 

8. C. Stickney 

Tracy Lyon 

F. R. Coatee 

G. A. Goodell 

C. B. Dafoe 

R. W Edwards 

0. P. Stemble 

P. C. Stohr 

S. O. Brooks 

W B. Martin, F. H. Tibbets.S. B. Stohr. 

J. P. Elmer 

R. F. Malone , 

J. P. Elmer '... 

R. F. Malone 

G. T. Spelman. 



St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Mina. 
Dubuque, Iowa 
Des Moines, Iowa 
St. Paul, Minn, 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Chicago 
Chicago, Illinois 
Chicago, Illinois 
Chicago, Illinois 
Chicago, Illinois 
Chicago, Illinois 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Director*. 



Postofflce Address. 



Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 



Frederick Weyerhauser . 

A. B. Stickney 

Ansel Oppenheim 

J W. Link 

Samuel C. Stickney 

R C. Wight 

Wm. A. Reed 

T. H.Wheeler 

W. B. Fletcher 



St . Paul, Minnesota. 

St. Paul, Minnesota 

St. Paul, Minnesota 

St. Paul, Minnesota 

St. Paul, Minnesota 

St. Paul, Minnesota. 
New York City, NY... 
New York City. N. Y. .. 
Minneapolis, Minnesota. 



September, 1904 
September, 1004 
September, 1006 
September, 1000 
September, 1006 
September, 1000 
September, 1904 
September, 1906 
September, 1906 



LONDOW FINANCE COMMITTEE. 

Mr. Howard Gllliat London, England. 

Mr. Alexander F. Wallace London, England. 

Mr. Edwin Waterhouse London, England. 

Sir Charles Tennant, Baronet London, England. 

1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 5, 949. 

•2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, September 3, 1908. 

3. Give postofflce address of general office, St. I'aul, Minnesota, 

4. Give postofflce address of operating office, St. Paul, Minnesota. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



MASON CITY & PORT DODGE RAILROAD COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



1. Railroad line represented by capital stock : 
a Main line. 
6 Branches and spurs. 





Terminals. 


u 
o 

*-• 

in 


~2§ 


Name. 


From— 


To- 


*- V B 

•Jss 


Mason City & Fort Dodge Railroad 
a Main line 


Manley Junction, Iowa 
, Hampton, Iowa. 

Fort Dodge, Iowa 

Coalville, Iowa 


Fort Dodge, Iowa. ... 
Clarion, Iowa 

Lehigh. Iowa 

Carbon, 


81.88 
28.78 

15.67 
2.90 




6 Branches and spars 


108.16 






18.57 


Total 


12«.7$ 



OFFICERS. 



President 

First vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Assistant treasurer 

Attorney, or general counsel 

Auditor 

General manager 

Assistant general manager 

Chief engineer 

General super! n tenden t 

Division superintendent 

Traffic manager 

General freight agent 

District freight agent 

General passenger agent 

Assistant general passenger agent 

General ticket agent 

General baggage agent 



A. B. Stickney.. 
A. S. Fairchild.. 

H. S. Pace 

O. E. Seekworth 
C. O. Kalman... 
A. G. Briggs.... 
C. O. Kalman.... 
8. C. Stickney.. 
T. Lyons 

F. R. Coates 

W. B. Causey... 
O. Cornelison . . . 

P. C. Stohr 

S. O. Brooks.... 
S. D. Parkhurst 

J. P. Elmer 

R. F. Malone.... 
J. P.Elmer 

G. T. Spelman.. 



St. Paul, Minn. 
New York 
New York City. 
New York City. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul. Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
Fort Dodgf, Iowa. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
Chicago, 111 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, III 



ORGANIZATION. 



Name of Directors. 



Postoffice Address. 



Date of Expiration 
of Term. 



A. B. Stickney 

H. A. Hutchins 

Arthurs. Fairchild. 

J. W. Colt 

Myron T. Herrick... 



St. Paul, Minn.. 
New York City.. 
New York City.. 
New York City.. 
Columbus, Ohio. 



May, 1904. 
May, 1904. 
May, 1904. 
May, 1904. 
May, 1W4. 



8. Give postoffice address of general office, Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
4. Give postoffice address of operating office, St. Paul, Minn. 
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WISCONSIN, MINNESOTA & PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad line represented by capital stock: 
a Mainline, 
o Branches and spurs. 





Terminals. 


ill 


hi 

a « 2 


Name. 


From— 


To- 


+4*5 S 

ill 


Wisconsin, Minnesota & Pacific 
Railroad company. . 


Mankato, Minn. 

Red Wing, Minn 


Red Wing, Minn. 
Osage, Iowa. . . . 
Simpson, Minn.. 

Claybank Minn. 
Sewerpipe Works 


96.70 
118.20 
54.20 








a 


Winona, "Minn 

Claybank Junct'on, Minn. . 
RedWlng, Minn 






268.10 


b 


2.00 
.00 






Total 




2.90 
271.00 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Location of Office. 



President 

First vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer,. 

General solicitor 

Assistant comptroller 

General manager 

General superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Traffic manager 

General freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

General passenger agent 

Assistant general passenger agent . 

General ticket agent , 

Assistant general ticket agent 

General baggage agent. 



P. B. Kellogg.. 
A. B. Stickney. 
G. F. Philleo . 
R. O. Barnard. 

F. B. Kellogg.. 
C. O. Kalman.. 
S. O. Stickney. 

G. A. Goodell . 
O. S. Weston.. 
P. C. Stohr.... 
S. O. Brooks. . . 
W B. Martin. 
J. P. Elmer.... 
R. F. Malone 
J. P. Elmer... 
R. F. Malone .. 
a. T. Spelman 



St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
8t. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Red Wing, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Chicago. 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicage, 111. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Postoffice Address. 



Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 



A. B. Stickney.. 

F. B Kellogg 

Kenneth Clark . . . 
O. A. Severance . 
R.C.Wight 



St. Paul, Mi on. 

St. Paul, Minn 

St. Paul, Minn 

St. Paul, Minn 

8t. Paul, Minn 



September. 1004. 

September, 1904. 

September, 1904. 

September. 1904 

September. 1904. 



2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, September 11, 1908. 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, St. Paul, Minn. 

4. Gire postoffice address of operating office, St. Paul, Minn. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REEORT OF THE 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Location of 
Office. 



Chairman of the board 

President 

Third vice president 

' Treasurer 

Assistant treasurer 

General solicitor 

General counsel 

Assistant general solicitor 

Assistant general solicitor 

Comptroller 

General auditor 

Assistant general auditor 

General manager 

Assistant general manager 

Chief engineer 

General superintendent 

Assistant general superintendents. . 

Division superintendents 

Superintendent of telegraph 

General freight agent 

Assistant general freight agents .... 

General passenger agent 

Assistant general passenger agents. 

General baggage agent 

Land commissioner 



Roswell Miller 

A. J. Barling 

J. H. Highland 

F. G. Ranney 

John McNab 

Burton Hanson 

George R. Peck 

H. H. Field 

C. B. Eeeler 

H. G. Hangan 

W. N. D. Wiane.... 
W. F. Dudley 

H. R. Williams 
W. J. Underwood.. 

D. J. Whittemore. . . 

D. L. Bush 

Two in number 

Eighteen in number. 
N. J. Fry 

B. S. Keeley .... .. 

Four in number 

F. A. Miller 

Three in number 

W. D. Carrick 

H. G. Hangan 



New York, N. Y. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Ch cago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111 
Chicago, IU. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 

Milwaukee, Wis. 
Chicago, IlL 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Milwaukee, Wis. 
Milwaukee, Wis. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Postoffice Address. 



Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 



J. Ogden Armour — 

August Belmont 

Frank S. Bond 

A.J. Barling 

Peter Geddea 

Chas. W. Harkness.. 

Frederick Lay ton 

Joseph Milbank 

Roswell Miller 
William Rockefeller. 
Henry H. Rogers — 

James H. Smith 

Samuel Spencer .. 



Chicago . 
New York. 
New York. 
Chicago 
New York. 
New York. 
Milwaukee 
New York 
New York 
New York. 
New York 
New York. 
New York. 



September, 1904 
September, 1908 
Septembor, 1906 
September, 1906 
September, 1906 
September, 1906 
September, 1904 
September, 1904 
September, 1908 
September, 1906 
September, 1906 
September, 1906 
September, 1904 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 6, 262. 

2. Date ofilast^meeting of stockholders for election of director* , September 27, 1902, 

3. Give postoffice address of general office, Chicago, 111. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Chicago, Hi. 



Digitized by 



Google 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 



157 



Z 

< 

o 
> 

t 

do 



5 § 

04 flu 
W O 
H 

CO 



O 
O 
< 
u 

X 



3*1 



•3uicao£^ 










: : : ::■:::::!:: : : : : 




•«[suqe£ 








451.64 
27.76 
127.26 

124. 14 
46.11 

10.38 
118.91 


«;oirBa wo& 




; i ii 








e;oipa q»nog 








::::•.:: 1 : i ■:::: I*?: : 
• i i i • : : : i • i • : • i • •» • • 




•^osaaujj^ 










• ••••• 'fccS - SS iir::r:.i 




u«8nqoi|i 














•ujsuoosj^ 


: : » . : : 








•«aoi 


<M 






SS88as88SS885S88fc88SSg : : 


: '■ : 


ejounu 


187.88 
121.00 
4.60 
85 82 
11.80 
4.64 
75.78 
82. 94 




•Woj, 




■i 

a 

a 
« 
a> 

a 

cO 
5Z5 


i 


i 

1 

St 




Aurora 

Peoria 
Tinton * " ' 


Sanborn 

Elmore 

Hawarden (State Line) 

Fox Lake, Minnesota 

Onawa 

Carnarvon 

Oenison 


>r ... 

South Omaha, Inc. Con. 
to U. 8. Yards & 
Omaha 

Oakdale (via Albion) . . 


1 
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Lines represented by capital stock of Chi- 
cago & North- Western Railway Com- 
pany: 
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Cut-off near Cedar Rapids 

Des Moines 
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Manning 

Stark 

Tama 
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Jewell Junction 

Maple River 

WallLake 

WallLake 
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•Platte River 

* Junction near Irvington 

•Junction near Scribner 
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160 TWENTY-8IXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 

OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Location of Office. 



President 

First vice president. 

Second vice president 

Third vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

General counsel 

Auditor 

General manager 

Assistant general manager 

Chief engineer 

General superintendent 

Assistant general superintendent .... 
Division superintendent) 

S22SE52JSSSSS > Iowallnes. 
Envision superintendent f 

Division superintendent j 

Superintendent of telegraph , 

Freight traffic manager 

Passenger traffic manager 

General freight agent 

General passenger agent 

General ticket agent 

General baggage agent 

Land commissioner 



Marvin Hnghitt 

Eigene E.Osborn 

Marshall M. Kir km an. 
Hiram R. McCullough 

EugenA E. Osborn 

8. O. Howe 

Llovd W. Bowers 

J. B. Redfleld 

W. A. Gardner 

R. H. Aiehton 

Edward O. Carter. .:.. 
Wm. D. Cantillon. ... 

T. A. Lawson 

W. H. Whalen 

E. G. Schevenell 

W. D.Beck 

F. Walters 

G. H. Thayer 

M. Hnghitt, Jr 

W. B. Kniskern 

E. D. Brlgham 

C. A. Cairns 

C. A. Calms 

Frank D. Taylor 

Josiah F. Cleveland . . . 



Chicago, 111. 
New York. N. Y. 
Chicago, I1L 
Chicago, 111. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York. N. Y. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago. 111. 
Chicago, 111 
Boone, Iowa 
Mason City, Iowa 
Eagle Grove, Iowa 
Sioux City, Iowa 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Post office Address. 



Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 



Marvin Hnghitt. 

Frank Work 

James Scillman. 

Oliver Ames 

Zeaas Crane 

W. K. Vanderbilt 

F. W. Vanderbilt 

H. McK. Twombly . . . 
Byron L. Smith. 
Cyrus H. MeCormick 

Marshall Field 

Albert Keep 

Chauncev M. Depew. 
Samuel F. Barger .... 

James C. Fargo 

H. O. Prick 

David P. Kimball 



Chicago, 111 

New York, N. Y 
New York, N. Y 
Boston, Mass ... 
Dalton. Mass 
New York, N Y 
New York, N. Y 
New York. N. Y 

Chicago, III 

Chicago, 111 ... 

Chicago, 111 

Chicago, 111 
New York, N. Y 
New York, N. Y 
New York, N. Y 
Pittsburg, Pa.... 
Boston, Mass 



June, 1004 

June, 1904 

June, 1004 

June. 1004 

Jane, 1904 

June, 1005 

June, 1006 

June, 1905 

Jane, 1905 

June, 1006 

June, 1006 

June. 1006 

June, 1006 

Jane, 1006 

June, 1906 

Jane, 1006 

June, 1006 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 4, 103. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, June 4, 1008. 

3. Givepostoffice address of general office, Chicago and New York. 

4. Give postoffioe address of operating office. Chicago, 111. 
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CHICAGO, IOWA & DAKOTA RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad 11 n e represented by capital stock : 
a Main Une. 





Terminals. 


ill 

a" 


]1! 


Name. 


From— 


To- 


1 . a Ohioago, Iowa & Dakota Rail- 
way Company 

Total 


Eldora Junction 


Alden 


26.40 


26.40 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Name. 



Location of 
Office. 



President , 

First vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Assistant treasurer 
General manager. . 



Marvin Hughitt 
M. M. Kirkman 
J. B. Redfield .. 
M. M. Kirkman 
H. C. Stuart .. 
H. C. Stuart.... 



Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Eldora, Iowa 
Eldora, Iowa 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Postofflce Address. 



Date of Expira- 
tion of Term . 



Marvin Hughitt.... 
M. M. Kirkman . 
H. R. McOnllongh 
W. A. Gardner .. 
W. H. Stennett... 

H. O. Stuart 

J.B. Redfield 



Chicago, 111 . 

Chicago, 111.. 

Chicago, 111.. 

Chicago, 111.. 

Chicago, 111.. 
Eldora, Iowa 

Ohioago, 111.. 



July, 1908 

July, 1908 

July, 1908 

July, 1908 

July, 1908 

July, 1906 

July, 1908 



1 . Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 8. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, July 9, 1902. 
8. Give postofflce address of general office, Chicago, 111. 

4. Give postofflce address of operating office, Eldora, Iowa. 



11 



Digitized by 



Google 



162 



TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



CHICAGO, ST. PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS & OMAHA RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad line represented by capital stock : 

a Main line. 

6 Branches and spurs. 

2. Proprietary companies whose entire capital stock is owned by this company. 

3. Line operated under trackage rights. 



Name. 



Terminals. 



From— 



To- 



S1 

5*1' 

a O C 



1. a Chicago, St. P., Minneapolis 
& Omaha 



2. Chippewa Valley & N W. Rv 
Eau Claire, Chipp. & N. E. Ry 

5. St. Louis River Bridge (Nor. 

Pacific Ry) 

Great Northern Ry 

Minneapolis & St. Loui* R. R. 

Illinois Central Railroad 

Sioux City Bridge Co 

Chicago&N.-W. Ry 



Total mileage operated 



Elroy 

Nor. Wisconsin Jot. .. 

Eau Claire 

Superior Junction 

St. Paul 

Missouri River at Cov- 
ington 

St. Croix Draw Bridge 
Stillwell Junction. .. 

Hudson 

Merrillan 

Ashland Junction — 
Ashland Shore Line. 

West Eau Claire 

Palrchild 

Menomonie Junction 
Menoraonie Junction 

Lake Crystal 

Heron Lake 

Madelia 

Bingham Lake .... 

Trent 

Luverne >.. 

Coburn 

Emerson 

Wakefield , 

Wayne 

Emerald 



Radisson Junction 
Chippewa Falls.... 



West Superior 

St. Paul 

Mineeapolls 

LeMars 

Bridge across Missouri 
ttlver and tracts at 
Sioux City 

Sioux City 



St. Paul 

Bayfield 

Spooner „ 

Duluth n 

LeMars 



Omaha 

Stillwater Switch. 

Still water 

Ellsworth 

Marshfleld 

Ashland 



Shaw's Mills 

Mondovi 

Menomonie City. 

Cedar Palls 

Elmore 

Pipestone 

Fairmont 

Carrie 

Mitchell 

Doon 

Newcastle 

Norfolk 

Hartington 

Bloomfieid 

Weston 



Radisson... 
Holcombe. 



Rice's Point 

Minneapolis 

Merriam Junction. 
Sioux City 



166.10 
177.67 
81.51 
71.70 
243.42 

128.00 

4.65 

380 

24.82 

38.67 

4.38 

1.31 

2.74 

36.75 

3.01 

2.01 

43.43 

55.10 

29.38 

38.63 

130.73 

28.00 

26.95 

46.50 

33.76 

4a 14 

3637 

~36.~00 
27.70 



63.70 



1.59 
11.40 
27.00 
25.20 



Sioux City Bridge Go's 
Track 



a 90 
.50 



69.59 
1,657.18 
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Title. 



Name. 



Location of 
Office. 



President 

First vice president and assistant secretary 

Second vice president 

Secretary 

T easnrer and second assistant secretary 

Assistant treasurer and third assistant secretary. 

General attorney 

General counsel 

Comptroller 

Auditor of expenditures. 

Local treasurer 

General manager , 

Chief engineer .. 

General superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Purchasing agent 

Superintendent of telegraph 

General freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

General passenger agent 

Assistant general passenger agent . . ■ 

General baggage agent 

Car service agent 

General claim agent 

Lard commissioner 



Marvin Hughitt.. 

B. E. (jeborn . . . 
James T. Clark., 
c E. Woodman.. 
S. O. bowe 

R. H. Williams.. 

Pierce Butler 

Thomas Wilson . 
L. A. Robinson.. 
W. H. 8tennett.. 

C. P. Nash . ... 

A. W.Trenhokn. 
C. W. Johnson... 

W. O. Winter 

Wm. Bennett.... 

L F. Slaker 

S. G. Strickland. 
Isaac Seddon 

H. C.Hope 

H. ». Pearce 

B. B. Ober 

T. W. Teasdale.., 

G. H. McRae 

B. F. Woode 

A. Drezmal 

B. L. Poole 

G. W. Bell 



Chicago, 111. 
New York, N. Y. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Hudson, Wis. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
st. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Chicago, 111. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
•t.Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. James, Minn. 
Omaha, Neb. 
St Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
8t. Paul, Minn. 
Hudson, Wis. 



ORGANIZATION, 



Name of Directors. 



Postoffioe Address. 



Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 



F. W. Vanderbilt... 
Wm. K. Vanderbilt. 

Albert Keep 

H. McK. Twombly. . 

Marvin Hughitt 

Byron L. Smith 

Chauncey M. Depew . 
David P. Kimball.... 

Horace G. Burt 

Martin L Sykes 

Thomas Wilson 
John M. Whitman... 
John A. Humbird.... 



New York, N. Y:. 
New York, N. Y.. 
Lake Geneva, Wis 
New York, N. Y... 
Chicago, 111.... 

Chicago, III 

New York, N. Y.., 

Boston, Mass 

Omaha, Neb . ... 
New York, N. Y.. 

St. Paul, Minn 

Chicago, III 

St. Paul. Minn 



June, 1904 
June, 1004 
June, 1904 
June, U04 
June, 1906 
June, 1906 
June, 1906 
June, 1906 
June, 1906 
June, 1906 
June, 1906 
June, 1906 
June, 1906 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 1, 046. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, June 6, 1903. 

3. Give poetoffice address of general office, St. Paul, Minn . 

4. Give poitoffloe address of operating offloe, St. Paul, Minn. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



FREMONT, ELKHORN & MISSOURI VALLEY RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1 . Railroad line represented by capital stock : 

a Main line. 

o branches and spurs. 
8. Line operated under lease for specified sum. 
5. Line operated under trackage rights. 



Name. 



Terminals. 



From— 



To- 



it. 

2 ■••8 

ill 
a 



1. a Fremont. Elkhora & Mis- 
souri valley Railroad 



Omaha, Neb. 



Casper, Wyo. . 



1. 6 Fremont. Elkhora & Mis- 
souri valley Railroad* 



Fremont. 
Lin wood. 



Junction near Soribner 

Platte River 

Norfolk Junnction.. 
Dakota Junction — 

Whitewood 

Buffalo Gap 

Irrineton 

Pine St.. Deadwood. 
Portland Junction.. 
Branches to Mines off 

Ruby Basin Line.. 
Branches to Mines off 

Portland Mine Line. 
QayvUle 



Hastings 

Kansas State Line (be- 
yond Superior.). . 
Oakdale (via Albion) . . 

Lincoln 

Bonesteel, 8. D 

Pine St. , Deadwood. . . 

Belle Fourche 

Hot Springs 

South Omaha 

Ruby Basin 

Portland Mine. 



Lead City. 



Chicago & North- Western 
Railway company 



Chicago & North- Western 
Railway 



Chicago. St. Paul, Minnea- 
polis & Omaha Railway. . . . 



California Junction. 

Missouri Valley, Iowa 
Omaha, Neb 



Fremont, Neb. 



California Juction, la 
Blair, Neb 



Total 



687.68 



127.26 

124.14 
11&91 
46 11 
128.44 
144.83 
21.19 
14.12 
10.96 
11.27 
2.40 

2.65 

L6 
2.92 



81.77 



6.84 
24.70 



627.68 



746.17 



81.77 



80.64 



1436.16 



*The railroad property and franchises of this company were leased to the Chicago & North- 
western Railway company, February 16, 1908, for the term of twenty -five .years. On February 



28, 1908, this company sold and conveyed its remaining interest in the railroad property to the 
Chicago & North-Western company which purchasing company assumed the debts, liabilitie 
obligations of the Fremont, Elkhora & Missouri Valley Railway company. The following r< 
shows the operations of the Fremont, Elkhora & Missouri Valley Railway company from Ji 
1902, to February 16, 1908, inclusive. 
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Title. 



Location of Office. 



President , 

First vice president 

Second vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer , 

General counsel , 

General attorney 

Comptroller , 

Auditor 

General manager 

Chief engineer 

General superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Superintendent of telegraph . . . 

General freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 
General passenger agent 
Land commissioner 



Marvin Hughitt 

B. E. Osborn 

Hiram R. MoOulloch 

J. B. Redfleld 

M. M. Kirkman 

Lloyd W. Bowers ..., 

B. T. White , 

M. M. Klrkman 

J. B. Redfleld 

Geo. F. Bidwell 

A. A. Schenok. ..... 

Charles C. Hughes . . 
Henry O. Mahanna ., 
Charles H. Reynolds 
Frank A. Harmon. 
Wm. P. McFarlane . 

John A. Kuhn 

AmosH. Merchant.. 
John R. Buchanan. 
J. F. Cleveland 



Chicago, 111. 
NewYork. N. Y. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Fremont, Neb. 
Norfolk, Neb. 
Ohadron, Neb. 
Missouri Valley, Iowa 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Chicago, 111. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Postoffice Address. 



Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 



Marvin Hughitt... 

Albert Keep 

B. E. Osborn , 

David P. Kimball.. 
M. M. Kirkman .... 
H. R. McOullough. 
J. B. Redfleld ... 



Chicago, 111 

Chicago, 111 

NewYork, N. Y 

Boston, Mass 

Chicago, 111 

Chicago, 111 

Chicago, 111 



May, 1904 

May, 1004 

May, 1004 

May, 1004 

May, 1004 

May, 1004 

May, 1004 



1. Tatal number of stockholders at date of last election, 10. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, May 38, 1002. 

3. Uive postoffice address of general office, Chicago, 111., and Omaha, Neb. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Omaha, Neb. 
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168 TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 

OFFICERS. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 


Postoffloe Address. 


8§a 
sit 


R. R. Cable 


Chicago, 111 


1B0B 


Jas. H. Moore. , . . , 




Chicago, 111 


1908 


F, It. HinA 




New York, N. Y . . . . 

New York, N. Y 

New York. N. Y 

New York, N. Y 

New York. N. Y 

New York, N. Y 

New York, N. Y 

New York, N. Y 

Chicago, III 

New York. N. Y 

New York. N . Y 


1008 


A. E. Orr 


1916 


Ogden Mills - 


1918 


A. R. Flower . 




19*4 


G. O. McMurtrr... 




1904 


G. 8. Brewster 


1904 


W. H. Moore 


1904 


W. B. Leeds 


1906 


Marshall Field 




1906 


D. G. Reid 




1906 


F. 8. Wheeler 


1906 



1 . Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 2, 984. 

2. Dare of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, June 14, 1902. 

3. Give postofflce address of general office, Chicago, 111. 

4. Give postofflce address of operating office, Chicago, 111. 
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COLFAX NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



Railroad line represented by capital stock : 
a Mainline. 





Terminate. 


a 82 


hi 

s 82 


Name. 


From— 


To— 


). a Colfax Northern Railroad 
Company 

Total 


Colfax, Iowa 


Valeria, Iowa 


6 






6 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 


Name. 


Location of Office. 


President 


Thomas N. Hooper, Jr — 

Leland Windsor 

Frank B. Hooper 


Des Moines, Iowa. 


First vice president 


Des Moines, Iowa 


Secretary and tr**asurer ,.,-,,..,. 


Colfax, Iowa 


General superintendent 


Frank B. Hooper 


Colfax. Iowa 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Postofflce Address. 



Date of Expiration 
• of Term. 



Thos. N. Hooper, Jr 

Leland Windsor 

Frank B. Hooper 

M. b. Wheelook 

Geo. D. Wood 



Des Moines, Iowa, 
Des Moines, Iowa. 

Colfax, Iowa 

Colfax, lowa 

Colfax, Iowa. 



June 16, 1004. 
June 16, 1904. 
June 16, 1904. 
June 16, 1904. 
June 16, 1904. 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of election, 5. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders, June 16, 1908. 

3. Give postofflce address of general office, Colfax, Iowa 

4. Give postofflce address of operating office, Colfax, Iowa 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



CROOKED CREEK RAILROAD AND COAL COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



1. Railroad line represented by capital stock : 
a Main line. 





Terminals. 


o 




Name. 


From— 


To- 




]. a Crooked Creek Riilroad and Coal 
company 


Lehigh, Iowa I Webster City, Iowa. 


17.61 


17.61 



OPFICER9. 



Title. 



Location of Offloe. 



President 

First vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Auditor 

General manager 

Assistant general manager 

Assistant general freight agent . . . , 
Assistant general passenger agent, 



Jacob M. Funk 

J. Q. Bornnam 

F.E. Willson.. 
Geo. E. Bnrnham. . 
W. H. Whiteford .. 

F. B. Willson 

G. E. Bnrnham 

F. E. Willson 

F. E. Willson.... 



Webster City, Iowa. 
Milwaukee, Wis. 
Webster City, Iowa. 
Milwaukee. Wis. 
Lehigh, Iowa. 
Webster City. Iowa. 
Milwaukee, Wis. 
Webster City, Iowa. 
Webster City, Iowa. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 


Postofflce Address. 


Date of Expiration 
of Term. 


Jacob M. Funk 


Webster City, Iowa. 

Webster City, Iowa 

Milwaukee, Wis 


8d Taes. in Sept. 1905. 
8d Tues. in Sept. IMS. 
8d Tues. in Sept. 1808. 
8d Tues. in Sept. 1906. 
8d Tues. in Sept. 1906. 
8d Tues. in Sept. 1906. 


F. E. Willson 


G E. Bnrnham 


C S. Bnrnham 


Milwaukee, Wis 

Milwaukee, Wis 

Ooonomowoc, Wis 


A K, Hamilton 


F. Pan! Stone 



1. Total number of stockholders at d*te of last election, fourteen. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, September 16, 1902. 
8. Give postofflce address of general office, Lehigh, Iowa. 

4. Give postofflce address of operating office, Webster City, Iowa. 
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DAVENPORT, ROCK ISLAND & NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad line represented by capital stock. 

a. Main line. 
5. Line operated under trackage rights. 



Name. 



1 . a Davenport, Rock Island & North 
western Railway company 

5. Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail 
way 

Total 



Terminals. 



From— 



Clinton, Iowa. 



Water Works, 
Davenport, Iowa, 



Seventeenth street, 
Rock Island, 111.. 



To- 



Rock River in Rock 
Island County, 111. 



Iowa Street,Daven- 
port, Iowa 



Thirty-eighth 
Street, Rock Is- 
land, III 



hi 

•Is 



40.76 
72 

1.45 



US 



46.76 



2.17 
48.98 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 


Name. 


Location of Office. 


President 

Vloe president 

J-ecretary and treasurer .. 

Auditor and assistant treasurer ....... 


H. R. Williams 

.las. C Hutohins 

P. L. Hlmichs 

J. H. Ells 


Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Davenport, Iowa. 
Davenport, Iowa. 


General manager 


O. B. Grant 


Davenport. Iowa. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Title. 


Postoffice Address. 


Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 


H.R. Williams 


Chicago, ill 

Chicago, III 

Chicago, 111 

Chicago, 111 


January 19, 1904 


Jan. H. Highland 

Herman H. field 


January 19, 1904 
January 19, 1904 


Jas. C. Hutohins 


January 19, 1904 


Chaff. V. Carpenter ... 


Chicago, III 

Chicago, 111 

Chicago. Ill 


January 19. 1901 
January 19, 1904 
January 19. 1904 


Frederic A. elano 

Henry W. Weiss 



1 . Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 9. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, January 20, 1903. 
8. Give postoffice address of general office, Davenport, Iowa. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Davenport, Iowa. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



DES MOINES, IOWA FALLS & NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad line represented by capital stock : 
a Main line. 





Terminals. 




Name. 


From— 


To- 


1. a Den Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern 


Des Moines 


Iowa Falls 


70 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 


Name. 


Location of 
Office. 


Chairman of the board . . . . * t » , ■, . , -..,., T ......... . 


E. 8. Ellsworth. 
E 8. Ellsworth. 
Wm. Welden. 
J. H. Funk. 
W. H. Woods. 
J. H. Funk. 
W. V. Shipley. 
R. C. Young. 




President ; 




First vice president 




Secretary 




Treasurer 

Attorney, or general counsel 




Audi tor" .' — 7 

Chief engineer 





ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 


Postoffloe Address. 


Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 


E. 8. Ellsworth. 






W. H. Courtney. 






Wm. Welden. 






J. H. Funk. 






W. V. Shipley. 






W. H. Woods. 






H.E, Hall. 






H. C. Miller. 






L. E. Jones. 






Z. K. Hong. 

J. L. Farrington. 






J. M. Rinehart. 






J. D. McKay. 







1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 10. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, December 10, 1906. 

3. Give postoffloe address of general office, Iowa Falls, Iowa. 

4. Give poatoffice address of operating office, Iowa Fall*, Iowa. 
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DES MOINES UNION RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad lime represented by capital stock. 
a Main line. 



OFF10ER8. 



Title. 



Name. 



Location of Office. 



Ohairman of the board. . 

President 

First vice president. 

Secretary , 

Treasurer 

Auditor 

Chief engineer 

General superintendent. 



F. C. Hubbell.... 
F. O. Hubbell.... 
H. D. Thompson. 
F. M. Hubbell... 
H. D. Thompson, 
E. G. Mitchell.. 
A. L. Morgan... 
J. A. Wagner... 



Des Moines, Iowa 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Des Moines. Iowa 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors 



Postoffice Address. 



Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 



F. O. Hubbell.... 
F. M. Hubbell.... 
H. D. Thompson 

Cyrus Kirk 

C. Hutcenlooher . 
J. Ramsey, Jr . . . 
A. J. Barling .... 
H. R. Williams . . 



Des Moines. Iowa 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Des Moines, Iowa 
St. Louis, Mo.... 

Chicago, 111 

Chicago, 111 



January, 1004 
January, 1904 
January, 1004 
January, 1004 
January, 1004 
January, 1004 
January, 1904 
January* 1004 



1 . Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 12. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, January 1, 1008. 
8. Give postoffice address of general office, Des Moines, Iowa. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Des Moines, Iowa. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



DUBUQUE & SIOUX CITY RAILROAD COMPANY. 



PROPERTY OPERATED. 



]. Railroad line represented by capital stock : 
a Main line. 
6 Branches and spurs. 





Terminals. 


& 
J* 

JSfS 


HI 


Name. 


From— 


To- 


1 . a Dubuque & Sioux City R.R. 
1. b Dubuque & Sioux City R. R. 

Total 


Dubuque, Iowa 

Manchester, Iowa. 

Onawa, Iowa 

Tara, Iowa 

Cedar Falls Jet. , Iowa 
Staoyville Jet. , Iowa.. 


Sioux City, Iowa ". 

Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 
Sioux Falls, So. Dak.. 
Council Bluffs, Iowa.. 
Glen ville Jet. Minn. .. 
Stacy ville, Iowa. 


41.85 
155.58 
131.U2 

94.56 
7.98 


328.58 

480.94 
757.52 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Location of Office. 



President 

First vice president 

Second vice president . . . 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Assistant secretary 

Local treasurer 

Assistant comptroller. . . 
General manager 
General superintendent 



StuyvesantFish... 
John C. Welling 

E. C. Woodruff. . . 
J F. Merry. 

B. T. H. Gibson.. 
Ohas H. Wenman 

J. F. Titus 

OonF. Krebs 

J. T. Harahan ... 

F. B. Harriman 



New York City, N.Y. 
Chicago 111. 
Elizabeth, N. J. 
Dubuque. Iowa 
New York City, N.Y. 
New York City, N.Y. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, III. 
Chicago, 111. 
Dubuque, Iowa 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 


Postofflce Address. 


Date of Expira- 
tion of term. 


Stuy vesant Fish 


New York City, N. Y. .. 
Chicago, 111 


October, 1908 


JohnC. Welling 

E. H. Harriman 


October, 1908 


New York City, N. Y. . 
New York City. N. Y. .. 
New York City, N.Y... 

Chicago, 111 

Dubuque, Iowa 


October, 1908 


E. T. H. Gibson 


October, 1906 


J. W. Anchinclass 


October, 1906 


J. T. Harrahan 


October. 1906 


J. V. Rider 


October, 1906 


M.M.Walker 


Dubuque, Iowa 

Chicago, III 

Sloux City, Iowa 

Ft. Dodge, Iowa 


October, 1906 


F. D. Stout 

O. O. Tolerton 


October, 1908 
October, 1908 




October, 1908 


W. H. Torbert 


Dubuque, Iowa .... 
Dubuque, Iowa 


October, 1906 


J. W. Conohar 


October, 1908 


W. G. Dows 


Cedar Rapidfl, Iowa 

Waterloo, Iowa 


October, 1908 


Geo. E. Lichty.... 


October, 1908 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 80. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, October, 16, 1902. 

3. Give post office address of general office, Dubuque, Iowa. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Central Station, Chicago, Illinois. 



Digitized by 



Google 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 



175 



IOWA CENTRAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

Railroad line represented by capital stock : 
a Mainline. 
b Branches and spurs. 
Line operated under contract, or where the rental is contingent upon earnings or other 

considerations. 
Line operated under trackage rights. 





Terminals. 


u 

& 

SI 

jsi 

S 8c 




Name. 


From— 


To— 


11 


1. a Main line 


Northwood, Iowa 

Oskaloosa, Iowa 

Iowa-Illinois state line 

Hampton, Iowa 

Minerva Jet . , Iowa . . . 

Newburg, Iowa 

G. AM. Jet., Iowa. .. 

New Sharon, Iowa 

Lynnville Jet., Iowa.. 

Belmond, Iowa 

Northwood, Iowa 

Iowa Junction, 111 


Albia, Iowa 


188 96 
06 90 
89.20 




Eastern division 

Illinois division 


Illinois-Iowa state line. 
Iowa Junction, 111 

Belmond, Iowa 

Story City, Iowa 

State Center, Iowa. . . . 
Montezuma, Iowa. .... 

Newton. Iowa. 

Lynnville, Iowa 

Algona, Iowa 


875.06 


1 . b Belmond branch 


22.20 
84.51 
26.64 
18.61 
27 75 
2.60 

87.00 

16.86 
2.80 


Story City branch 




State Center branch 




Montezuma branch . 

Newton branch 




4. Iowa Central & Western R R. 


127.21 
87.00 


& Main Line 

Illinois division 


Albert Lea, Minn 

Peoria, III 




Total 




19.16 
553.43 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Location of Office. 



President 

Vice president 

Vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Assistant treasurer. 

General solicitor 

Auditor 

General manager 

Chief engineer .. 

General superintendent 

Superintendent 

Superintendent machinery *■ nd equipment. 

Acting Superintendent of telegragh 

Traffic manager 

Assistant general freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

General passenger agent 

General ticket agent 

General baggage agent 



Edwin Hawley. . . 

F. H. Davis 

L. F. Day 

A. C. Doan 

F. H. Davis.. .. 
Joseph Gaskell . . 
Geo W. Seevers 

L. G. Scott 

U F. Day 

H. G. Kelley 

M. Sweeney 

J. A. Davis 

Gpo. D. Brooke.. 
W. T. Donnelly. 
J. N. Tittemore. 

S. G. Lutz 

H. F. Marsh 

A. B. Outts 

A. B. Cutts 

A. B. Ontts 



New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N.Y. 
Minneapolis, Minn . 
Oskaloosa, Iowa. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Oskalooga, Iowa. 
Minneapolis Minn. 
Oskaloosa, Iowa. 
Peoria, 111. 
Peoria, HI. 
Peoria, III. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
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TWBNTY-8IXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 


Poetoffice Address. 


Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 


T. P. Shontz 

R. J. KimbalL 


The Rookery, Chicago, 111 

No. 7 Nassau street. New York. N. Y. 


September, 1908 
September, 190ft 
September, 1908 
September, 1904 


B. C. Bradley 

Henry A. Qardner 


No. 263 Broadway, New York, N. Y 

New York Life building, Chicago, 111 

Guarantee Loan Building. Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. 40 Wall street, New York, N. Y. 

No. 77 Jackson street, Chicago, 111 

No. 27 William street, New York, N. Y 

No. 18 Wall street, New York, N. Y. . . . 
No. 59 Broadway, New York, N. Y 


L. F." Day 


September, 1904 
September, 1904 


Geo. R. Morse 


Paul Morton 


September, 1905 


John E Searles 

Horace J. Morse 

L. C. Weir 


September, 1905 
September, 1905 
September, 1906 


Edwin Langdon 


No. 820 Broadway, New York, N. Y 

No. 81 Nassau street. New York, N. Y 

No. 25 Broad street, New York, N. Y 

No. 25 Broad street, New York, N. Y 


September, 1906 
September, 1906 
September, "907 
September, 1907 
September, 1907 


Russell Sage 

Ed«iaHawley 

F. H. Davis 


Geo. Orocker 


No. 25 Broad street, New York, N. Y 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 678. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, September 5, 1902. 
8. Give postoffloe address of general office, Minneapolis, Minn. 

4. Give postoffloe address of operating office, Minneapolis, Minn. 



Digitized by 



Google 



BOARD OF RAILROAD C0MMIS8I0NER8. 



177 



ALBIA AND CENTERVILLE RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

Railroad line represented by capital stock : 
1. a Main line. 





Terminals. 


Miles of line for 
each road 
named. 


]1f 


Name. 


From— 


To- 


1. a Albia & Centerville Railway 
company ..... 


Albia, Iowa 


Centerville Iowa. 


24.44 




Total 


24.44 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Location of Office. 



President , 

First vice president '• 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Assistant treasurer 

Auditor 

General manager 

Chief engineer 

General superintendent 

Superintendent 

Acting superintendent of telegraph 

Traffic manager 

Assistant general freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent 

General passenger agent 

General ticket agent 

General baggage agent 



F. M. Drake.... 

Russell Sage 

J. J Sloouxn. . . . 

Russell Sage 

C. W. Osborne.. 

L. G. Scott 

L. F. Day 

H G. Eelley. . . 

M. Sweeney 

J. A. Davis 

W. T. Donnelly. 
J. N. Tittemore 

S. G. Lutz 

H. F. Marsh.... 

A. B. Cutts 

A. B. Cutts 

A. B Cutts 



Centerville, Iowa 
New York City. 
New York City. 
New York City. 
New York City. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Oskaloosa, Iowa. 
Oskaloosa, Iowa. 
Peoria, lU. t 
Peoria, IU. 
Peoria, 111. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 



ORGANIZATION. 


Name. 


Postoffloe Address. 


Date of Expiration 
of Term. 


F. M. Drake 






Centerville, Iowa. 

New York City 


December 26, 1908 


Russell Sag- 






December 2i 1008 
December 26, 1008 


0. W. Osborne. . . 






New York City 


B. 0. Osborne.... 






New York City 


December 26, 1008 
December 26, 1006t 


J. J. Slocum — 


New York City 



Total number of stockholders at date of last election, seven. 

Date of last meeting of stockholders for eleotion of directors, December 26, 1002. 

Give postoffice address of general office, 81 Nassau street, New York City, N. Y. 

Give postoffloe address of operating office, Guaranty Loan Building, Minneapolis, Minn. 

12 
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TWBNTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



MANCHESTER & ONEIDA RAILWAY COMPANY. 



PROPERTY OPERATED. 



1. Railroad line represented by capital stock : 
a Main line. 





Terminals. 


| 


|11 


Name. 


From— 


To- 


L a Manchester & Oneida Railway 
company 


Manchester, Iowa... 


Onelda, Iowa 


8 


8 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Location of Office. 



President 

First vloe president. 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

General solloltor 

Auditor 

General manager 

Superintendent of telegraph. 

General freight agent 

General passenger agent 



A.HolUster 

M. F. LeRoy 

J. 0. Hurbert 

Ohas. J. Seeds. . . .• 

Fred B.Blair 

Joseph Hutchinson 

J. L. Sullivan 

J. L. Sullivan 

W. N. Wolcott.. . 
B. H. Hoyt 



Manchester, 
Manchester, 
Manchester, 
Manchester, 
Manchester, 
Manchester, 
Manchester, 
Manchester. 
Manchester, 
Manchester, 



Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 


Postomce Address. 


Date of Expiration of 
Term. 


A. S. Blair 


Manchester, Towa ... ... 


1st Tues. in April, 1904 
1st Tues. in April, 1906 


M. F. LeRoy 


Manchester, Iowa 


Joseph Hutchinson. 


Manchester! Iowa 


1st Tues. in April, 190* 
1st Tues. in April, 1906 
1st Tues. in April, 1906 


Ohas. J. Seeds 


Manchester! Iowa 


E. M. Oarr 


Manchester, Towa . . 


B. W. JewelL 

Wm. Hookaday 

R. R. Robinson 


Manchester, Iowa 

Manchester, Iowa .... 

Manchester, Iowa 

Manchester, Iowa 


1st Tues. in April, 1906 
1st Tues. in April, 1904 
1st Tues. in April, 1906 


W.L.Drew 


1st Tues. in April, 1904 
1st Tues. in April, 1906 


A.A.Morse 


Manchester! lews.... .,.....,-.. 


A. Hollister 


Manchester,' Iowa 

Manchester, Iowa 


1st Tues. in Apri 1 . 1906 


J. 0. Hurbert 


1st Tues. in April, 1906 
1st Tues. lnApriL1906 


E. H. Hoyt 


Manchester, Iowa 


W. N. wolcott 


Manchester! Iowa. 


1st Tues. In April, 1906 


W. A. Abbott 


Manchester, Iowa 


1st Toes- in Aoril, 1904 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of election. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, April 7, 1908. 
8. Give postomce address of general office, Manchester, Iowa. 

4. Give postomce address of operating office, Manchester, Iowa. 
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MINNEAPOLIS & ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY. 



PROPERTY OPERATED. 



1 . Railroad line represented by capital stock : 

a Main line. 

b Branches and spars. 
5. Line operated under trackage rights. 



Name. 



Terminals. 



From— 



To- 



III 



1. a The Minneapolis & St. Louis R. R Co.. 
1. o The Minneapolis & St. Louis B.R. Co.. 



6. Northern Pacific Railway company 
Total 



Minneapolis, Minn. 
Ealo Junction, la.. 
Hopkins, Minn .... 
Manitou Jot., Minn 
Wlnthrop, Minn. . 



St. Paul, Minn . 



Angus, Iowa 

Kalo, Iowa 

Watertown, 8. D.. 
Tonka Bay, Minn.. 
Storm Lake, Iowa. 



Minneapolis, Minn. 



1.46 
216.10 

1.45 
16868 



260.04 



871.69 
10.11 



641.84 



OFFICERS. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Postoffice Address. 



Date of 


Expira- 


tion of term. 


October, 


1W03 


October, 


1008 


October, 


1908 


October, 


1904 


October, 


1904 


October, 


1904 


October, 


1906 


October, 


1906 


October. 


1906 



F. H. Davis 

L. F. Day , 

J. B. Searles . . . 
Edwin Hawley...., 

F. E. Palmer 

L. O. Weir 

Geo. Crocker 

H. B. Huntington . 
Edwin Langdon 



New York, N.Y. .. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
New York, N.Y... 
New York, N.Y... 
New York, N.Y... 
New York, N.Y... 
New York, N.Y. .. 
New York, N.Y... 
New York, N.Y... 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 484. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, October 7, 190?. 
8. Give postoffice address of general office, Minneapolis, Minn. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, Minneapolis, Minn. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



MUSCATINE NORTH & SOUTH RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad line represented by capital stock : 
a Main line. 





Terminals. 




IIS 


Name. 


From— 


To- 




1. a Muscatine North & South Railroad 
company 


Muscatine. . 


Elriok Junction. . 


J8.W 





OFFIOBRS. 



Title. 


Name. 


Location of Office. 


President 


W. M. Gorham 


Philadelphia, Pa. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Muscatine, Iowa 
Muscatine, Iowa 
Muscatine, Iowa 
Muscatine, Iowa 


First vice president 


H. F. Baloh 

Henry Jayne 

Henry Jayne 

Henry Jayne 


Secretary and treasurer.... 

General solicitor... , ....... .... , -,., 


Attorney, or general counsel 


Auditor 


Geo. Reeder 


General manager . 

Superintendent of telegraph 


Ohas. Howard 


Muscatine, Iowa 


James At Ooe 


Muacatinei Iowa 
Muscatine, Iowa 


Traffic manager.... 


Ohas. Howard 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Postoffioe Address. 



Date of Expiration 
of Term. 



H. F. Belch 

M. J. Peppard.. 
J. A. Nelson .., 
W. M. Gorham. 
H. W. Huttig... 
Henry Jayne.... 
P. M. Muster.... 



Minneapolis.. 
Minneapolis.. 
Minneapolis. . 
Philadelphia. 
Muscatine.... 
Muscatine.. . 
Muscatine.... 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last eleotion. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, January 14, 1002. 
8. Give postoffioe address of general office, Muscatine. 

4. Give postoffioe address of operating office, Muscatine. 
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NEWTON & NORTHWESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad line represented by capital stock : 
a Main Una 





Terminals. 


in 


ill 


Name. 


From— 


To- 


1. a Newton & Northwestern R. R. Co. 


Fraser, Iowa. • 


Gowrie, Iowa 


21 





OFFICERS. 



Title. 


Name. 


Location of 
Office. 


President & 


Hamilton Browne 

8. T. Mesenrey 


Boone, Iowa 


First vice president 


Fort Dodge, Iowa 
Fraser, Iowa 
Chicago, 111 
Boone, Iowa 


Secretary and assistant treasurer 

Treasurer 


Wm. A. Kelly... 

J. Joseph Wright 

J. L. Blake 


General manager 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 



Postoffloe Address. 



Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 



Hamilton Browne . 
B. Sidney Shepard 

H. W. Poor 

8. T. Meservey....: 
Wm. A. Kelly 



Boone, Iowa 

New Haven, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y . 
Fort Dodge, Iowa . 
Fraser, Iowa. 



May, 1904 

May, 1904 

May, 1904 

May, 1904 

May, 1904 



1 . Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, May, 1906. 
8. Giro postoffloe address of general office, Boone, Iowa. 

4. Give postoffloe address of operating office, Boone, Iowa. 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABOR & NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 



PROPERTY OPERATED. 



1. Railroad line represented by capital stock : 
a Maine line. 





Terminals. 


a 8fl 


a 8 " 


Name. 


Prom- 


To- 


1. a Tabor & Northern Railway 


Tabor 


Malvern | 8 79 


8.79 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Name. 



Location of 
Office. 



Chairman of the board . . . 

President , 

First vice president 

Secretary and treasurer. 

Auditor 

Traffic manager 



Robert McClelland 
Robert McClelland 
Thos. McClelland 

H. O. Dye 

R. S. McClelland.. 
R. 8. McClelland 



Tabor, Iowa 
Tabor, Iowa 
Galesburg, 111 
Tabor, Iowa 
labor, Iowa 
Tabor, Iowa 



ORGANIZATION 



Names of Directors. 


Postoffioe Address. 


Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 


Robert McClelland 


Tabor, Iowa 


June 10, 1906 


Thomas McClelland 

J. M. Bacham 

H. C. Dye 

R. 8. McClelland 


Galesburg, 111 

Pasadena, Cal 

Tabor, Iowa 


June 10, 1906 
June 10, 1904 
June 10, 1900 


Tabor, Iowa 


June 10. 1906 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, 48. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, June 10, 1908. 
8. Give postoffioe address of general office, Tabor, Iowa. 

4. Give postoffioe address of operating office, Tabor, Iowa. 
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UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 



PROPERTY OPERATED. 



1. Railroad line represented by capital stock : 
a Main line. 
6 Branches and spurs. 



Name. 


Terminals. 


Hi 






From— 


To— 




1. a Union Pacific railroad 
company. 

Nebraska division 

Nebraska division 


Council Bluffs, Iowa 

Initial Point- spur- - , , 


Cheyenne, Wyoming 

Omaha 

Ogden, Utah 

Cheyenne Wells, Colo 

Denver, Colorado 

Denver (Pullman), Colo. .. 

La Salle 

Beatrice, Nebraska 

8tromberg. Nebraska 

Norfolk. Nebraska 

Albion, Nebraska 

Spalding, Nebraska 

Ord, Nebraska 

Scotia, Nebraska 

Loup City, Nebraska 

Pleasanton, Nebraska .... 

Calloway, Nebraska. 

Lawrence. Kansas 

Beatrice, Nebraska 

Blue Springs, Nebraska . . 

Concordia, Kansas 

Bellville, Kansas 

Beloit, Kansas 

McPherson, Kansas 

Oakley, Kansas 

Boulder, Colorado 

Park City, Utah. 






Wyoming division 

Kansas division 

Colorado division, Eastern 
district 

Colorado division, North- 
ern district 


Cheyenne, Wyoming. ... 
Kansas City, Missouri.... 

Cheyenne Well?, Colorado 

Cheyenne, Wyoming 

Julesbur g, Colorado 

Valley, Nebraska 

Valparaiso, Nebraska.... 

Columbus, Nebraska 

Oconee, Nebraska 

Oeaoa, Nebraska. 

Grand Island, Nebraska.. 
Scotia Junction, Nebraska 

St. Paul, Nebraska 

Boelus, Nebraska 




Colorado division, Jules- 
burg district, 


1,902.04 


1. b Beatrice branch 

Stromsburg branch 

Norfolk branch 




Albion branch 




Cedar Rapids branch 

Ord branch — 

Scotia Spur branches 

Loup City branch 




Pleasant on branch .... - 




Kearney branch 


Kearney, Nebraska. .... 

Leavenworth, Kansas 

Manhattan, Kansas 

Blue Springs Jet, Neb.... 
) Junction City, Kansas . 
t Lawrenceburg, Kansas.. 
Solomon. Kansas, . - - 




Leavenworth branch 

Manhattan branch ..... .... 




Blue Springs spur 

Junction City branch 

Solomon branch ...... . 




McPherson branch 


Salina, Kansas. 




Colby branch 


Salina', Kansas. 

Brighton, Colorado 

Echo, Utah 




Boulder branch 




Park City branch 


1,058.66 


Total 




2,056 70 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



OFFICERS. 



Chairman of executive oommittee. 

President 

Vloe president , 

Secretary 

iretary 



dtor 

isel 

leral oounseL . 



lptroller 

tor 

mt of transportation — 

IT., 



»nt 

mt , 

mt 

int 

mt of telegraph 



e manager, 
agent 



ht agent 

t general 'freight agent . 

eral freight agent 

oral passenger agent . . 
snger and ticket agent. 



age agent, 
isionf- 



noner. 

or 

file director, 
arohases 



B. H. Harrlxnan .... .. .... 

Horace G. Burt 

Wm. D. Cornish 

Alex. Millar 

Jas. Hellene 

Frederick V. a Crosby. 

Wm. R. Kelly 

Winslow S. Pierce. 

Lr "■— >n 

^ 

H 

Ei 

E i 

J< 

R. 

J. 

L. 
J. 
E 

01 

O. Fort 

E. L. Lomax 

A. Traynor 

B. A. McAllaster 

J. 0. Stnbbs 

B. Campbell 

W V. 8. Thome.. 



off. 



Arden, N. Y. 
Omaha, Neb. 
New York. N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
Omaha, Neb. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Kansas City, Mo. 
Denver, Colo. 
Cheyenne, Wyo. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha, Neb. 
Omaha. Neb. 
Council Bluffs, Iowa 
Omaha, Neb 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicairo, 111. 
New York, N. Y. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 


Postofflce Address. 


Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 


Oliver Ames - 

Horace G . Burt 


Boston, Mass 

Omaha, Neb 

Boston, Mass.. ............ ..,»,. 


C 18. 1906 
C 18. 1906 
C 18, 1906 
C 18, 1906 


T. Jefferson Coolldge, Jr 




New York. N. Y 

New York, N. Y 

Lake wood, N. J 

Arden, N. Y 


d ... 


G 18, 1906 
G 18, 1906 


Id. : 


l ;. 


G 18. 1906 
G 18. 1906 
G 18, 1906 
G 18. 1906 


b 


Chicago, 111 


3 


New York, NY 




Morristown. N. J 

New York, N. Y 


body 

. roe 

Henry H. Rogers 

Jacob H. Bchiff. 

James Stillman 


G 18, 1908 


New York, N. Y 

New York, N. Y 

New York, N. Y 

New York, N. Y 


G 18, 1906 
G 18, 1904 
G 18, 1906 
18. 1906 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election : Preferred, 11, 870 ; common, 8, 480. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, October 14, 1902. 
8. Give postofflce address of general office, 120 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

4. Give postofflce address of operating office, Omaha, Neb. 
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WABASH RAILROAD COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 



t. Railroad line represented by capital stock : 

a Main line. 
a Line operated under lease for specified sum. 
& Line operated under trackage rights. 



Terminals. 



From- 



To- 



o«4*d 



a 8 * 



a. «The Wabash Railroad . 



Lines leased: 
Louisiana & Pike County R.R 
Hannibal Bridge Company . 
Brunswick A Ohllllcothe R.R 
St. Louis, Council Bluffs & 
Omaha Railroad 

Lines operated under joint 
trackage arrangements : 

Grand Trunk Railroad. 

Grand Trunk Railroad 

Brie Railroad 

Brie Railroad 

Detroit Union Depot & Sta- 
tion company 

Pere Marquette Railroad . 
Chicago & Western Indiana 
Railroad 

Chicago & Western Indiana 
Railroad 

Chicago Terminal Transfer 
railroad 

Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy Railroad 

Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy Railroad . ...... 

Toledo, Peoria & Western Ry 

Toledo. Peoria & Western Ry 

Keokuk Bridge oompany. 

Missouri. Kansas & Texas Ry 

Terminal Railroad Associa- 
tion of St. Louis 

Chicago & Eastern Illinois 
Baffioad 

Terminal Railroad Associa- 
tion of St. Louis 

Hannibal & St. Joseph R. R 

Iowa Central Railway 



Maumee 

Butler 

Toledo 

BluflS 

Clayton 

Sidney 

Decatur 

EdwardsTille 

C. & W. I. Junction . . 

Shumway 

Fairbury Junction .... 

Delray 

Montpelier 

Attica 

St. Louis (Tayon Ave.) 

Moberlr 

Centraua. 

Monlton 

Albla 

Salisbury 

St. Louis (Carr St )... 
Excelsior Springs Jet . . 

Pattonsburg 

Quincy 



Maysrille 

East Hannibal . 
Brunswick 



ChlUioothe . 



Detroit 

Wei land Junction 

Suspension Bridge. .... 
Black Rock 

Detroit Union Depot . . 
Delrax 



Chicago 

State Line (Ind. & 111.), 

Clarke Junotion 

Camp Point 



&E 07 



yaston 

Forrest 

Hamilton 

Hannibal Bridge Track 

East St. Louis 

Altamont 



St. Louis(Union Stat'n) 

Harlem 

Albia 



Montpelier 

New Haren 

East Hannibal .... 

Camp Point 

Elvatton 

Champaign 

East St. Liouis 

Edwardsville Junotion 

Effingham 

Altamont 

Streator 

Butler 

Clarke Junction . . . 

Ooyington ... 

Harlem 

Ottumwa 

Columbia 

Albia 

Chesterfield 

Glasgow 

Ferguson. , 

Milwaukee Junction 
Council Bluffs , 



Plttsfield... 
Hannibal .. 
Onillicothe . 



Pattonsburg . 



Black Rock 

SusDension Bridge . 

Buffalo 

International Junotion 

Delrax 



C. & W. I. Junotion .. 
O. & W. I. Junction. . . 
State Line (Ind. &I11.) 
Quincy 



East Hannibal 

Hamilton 

Fairbury Junction .... 

Keokuk 

HannibalCUnionDepotl 

St.Louis(Union Stat'n) 



Tayon Avenue 

Kansas City 

Albia Connection . 



1,955.3 



41.4 



227.1 
17.8 
25.0 

4.8 

4 6 
0.1 

8.0 

11.8 

5.8 

21.8 

17.8 
6.5 
6,1 
1.8 
0.4 

8.8 

0.8 

0.7 
1.5 
0.S 



83. 8 
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TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



PROPERTY OPERATED— Continued. 





Terminals. 


1 

in 




Name. 


Prom- 


To- 


Missouri, Kansas & Texas Ry. 


Hannibal 

St. Louis (Olive street) 
Chesterfield 


Moberly 


69.7 

ae 

2.4 
2.8 

0.8 




Missouri^ Pacific Railway .".. 


Carr Street 




Dee Moines Union Railway.. 


Des Moines. 




Union Pacific Railway ..."... 


Counoil Blaffs 


Omaha 




Chicago, Minneapolis & St. 
Paul Railway 


Wabash, connection .. 


Council Bluffs (Union 
Depot) 




Total mileage operated .. 


441.7 
2,486.8 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Location of Office. 



Chairman of board 

President 

Vice president 

Vice president 

Vice president 

Vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

General solicitor 

Attorney, or general counsel.. 

Auditor 

Assistant auditor 

Chief engineer 

General superintendent ... . 

Division superintendent 

Division superintendent 

Division superintendent 

" " ... (nt 

rat 

Bgraphy. 
er 



ght agent 

mt , 

eager agent . 



:et agent, 
it 



O. D. Ashley 

J. Ramsey, Jr.... 
Edgar T. Welles.. 
Milton Knight.... 
Wells H. Blodgett 

A. O. Bird 

J. C. Otteson 

F. L. O'Leary 

Wells H. Blodgett 
Wells H. Blodgett 

D. B. Howard 

T. J. Tobin 

W. S. Newhall.... 

H. L. Magee 

8. E. Cotter 

H. G. Clark 

J. S. Goodrich 

G. M. Burns 

A. E. Bobbins 

G. C. Kinsman.. . 

M. Knight 

8. B Knight 

P. W. Ooyle 

C. S. Crane. 

H. V. P. Taylor.. 

C. 8. Crane 

H. V. P. Taylor.. 
8. H. Overholt.... 



New York City, N.Y. 

St. Louis. Mo. 

New York City, N.Y. 

St. LouIh, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

Chicago. 111. 

New York City, N.Y. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

8t. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

Peru, Ind. 

Decatur, 111. 

Moberly, Mo. 

Detroit, Mich. 

Buffald, N. Y. 

Decatur. 111. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

8t. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 

St. Louis, Mo. 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 


Postoffice Address. 


Date of Expiration 
of Term. 


O. D. Ashley 


New York City. N. Y. ... 

New York City, N. Y 

New York City, N.Y 

New York City, N. Y 

New York City, N. Y 

New York City, N. Y 

Toledo, Ohio 

New York City, N. Y 

New York City, N. Y 

New York City, N. Y. . .. 

New York City, N. Y 

St. Louis, Mo 


2d Tues. in October, 1908 


Geo. J. Gould 


2d Tues. in October, 1908 


Edgar T. Welles 


2d Tues. in October, 1908 


Henry K. McHarg 


2d Tues. in October, 1908 


C. J. 'Lawrence.. ~. 


2d Tues. in October, 1908 


Winslow L. Pierce/ 

L C. Reynolds 


2d Tues. in October, 1908 
2d Tues. in October, 1908 


Edwin Gould.... 


2d Tues. in October, 1908 


Thos. H. Hubbard 


2d Tues. in October, 1906 


John T- T^rry. .,,, TT -, T .., TT ... T -. 


2d Tues. in October, 1908 


Russell Sage.". 


2d Tues. In October, 1908 




2d Tues. in October', 1908 


Jame* Hazen Hyde 


New York City, N. Y 


2d Tues. in October,' 1908 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, not known . 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, October 14, 1902. 
8. Give postoffice address of general office, St. Louis, Mo. 

4. Give postoffice address of operating office, St. Louis, Mo. 
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WILLMAR & SIOUX PALLS RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY Ol>ERATED. 

1 . Railroad line represented by capital stock : 

a Main line. 

2. Proprietary companies whose entire capital stock is owned by this company. 
5. Line operated under trackage rights. 





Terminals. 


§1 


ill 


Name. 


From— 


To- 


1. a Willmar & Sioux Falls Railway 

2. Sioux City & Western Railway 

5 Union Termioal Oo f ....,--, , , 


Willmar, Minn.... 
Garretson, S. D . . . 

So. Sioux City, Neb 

In Sioux City, Iowa 
Junction with W. 
& 8. F. R.r. 

Junct'n with i raoks 
of Union Termi- 
nal Company — 

Junct'n with tracks 
of C..M. &St. P. 
Ry 


SiouxClty, Iowa .. 
Tankton, 8. D 

O'Neill, Neb 

Junct'n with track* 
of the CM. &3t. 
P. Ry : 

Junct'n with tracks 
of Combination 
Bridge Co 

South Sioux City, 
Neb 


228.76 
80.40 

129.16 

1.57 
.60 
1.15 


904.25 
129.16 


Chicago, Milwaukee & St.Paul Railway 
Combination Bridge Co 














8.82 






Total 


486.78 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Location of 
Office. 



President 

Vice president 

Secretary and treasurer 

General solloitor 

Comptroller 

Auditor 

General manager 

Chief engineer 

General superintendent 

Assistant general sunerintendent. 

Division superintendent 

Superintendent of telegraph 

Traffic manager 

General freight agent 

Assistant general freight agent. . 

General passenger agent 

Assistant general passenger agent. 

General tioket agent 

Assistant general ticket agent .... 
General baggage agent 



Louis W. Hill... . 
R. I. Farrington . 

E. Sawyer 

M. D. Grores 

John G. Drew .... 
L. R. Martin 

F. E. Ward 

A. H. Hogeland . . 

G. T. Blade 

E. L. Brown 

L. W. Bowen 

E.J. Little 

F. B. Clarke . .. 
W. W. Broughton 
H. A. Kimball.... 

F. I. Whitney 

C. B. Stone 

F. I. Whitney 

C. E. Stone 

S. A. Smart 



St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
8t. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
8t. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
Willmar, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St Paul 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 
St. Paul, 



Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
Minn. 
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ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 


Postofflee Address. 


Date of Expiration of 
Term. 


T^mtaW. HOI 


St Paul, Minn 

dt. Paul, Minn 

St. Paul, Minn 

St. Paul, Minn 

St. Paul, Minn 


When successor is elected 


R. I. Farrington 

E. Sawyer 


When successor is elected 
When successor is elected 


W. D. Groves 


When successor Is elected 


J. W. Blabon 


When successor in elected 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, six. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, October 9, 1902. 
8. Give postofflce address of general office, St. Paul, Minn. 

4. Give postofflce address of operating office, St. Paul, Minn. 



CEDAR RAPIDS & MARION CITY RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 

The total length of road is 12. 00 miles, of which there is within the city limits of Cedar 

Rapids 9.26 miles 

In the incorporated town of Kenwood 79 miles 

In uaoorporated territory in Marion township 86 miles 

In the city of Marion 1.16 miles 

Total 12.06 miles 
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INTER-URBAN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 





Terminals. 


*- 

in 


© 9 fl 
a«5 S 


Name. 


From— 


To- 


**1 


1. a Inter-Urban Railway com- 
pany 


Des Moines, Iowa. < 


Valley Junction Iowa 
Army Poet 


28* 
2 25 
18.80 
5.46 






Flint Valley 




Total 




88.87 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Location of 
Office. 



Chairman of the board 

President 

Vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

General solicitor 

Attorney or general counsel . 

Auditor 

General manager 

Chief engineer 

General freight agent 

General passenger agent 

General ticket agent 

General baggage agent. .... 



H. H. Polk 

H. H. Polk 

A. W. Harris 

W. J. Haskit 

G. B. Hippee 

N. T. Guernsey. . . 
A. P. Chamberlain 

O. L. Wight 

H. H. Polk 

F. S. Cummins.... 

F. J. Johnson 

E. B. Bigler 

E. B. Bigler 

E. B. Bigler 
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MASON CITY & CLEAR LAKE TRACTION COMPANY 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad line represented by capital stock : 
a. Mainline. 





Terminals. 




Name. 


From— 


To- 


L a Mason City & Clear Lake 


Mason Citv | Clear Lake 1 14.62 



OFFICERS. 



Title. 



Name. 



Location of Office. 



President <. 

Vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

General solicitors 

Auditor 

General Manager 

Assistant general manager 

General freight agent 

General passenger agent 



W. E. Brice 

F.J. Hanlon , 

F. J. Hanlon 

W. E. Brice 

Oliggitt, Rule & Eeeler. 

F. J. Hanlon 

W. E. Brice 

F. J. Hanlon 

G. A. Emery 

Q. A. Emery.... 



Mason City, 
Mason City, 
Mason Oitj, 
Mason City, 
Mason City, 
Mason City, 
Mason City, 
Mason City, 
Mason City, 
Mason City, 



Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 
Iowa 



ORGANIZATION. 



Names of Directors. 


Poetofflce Address. 


Date of Expiration of Term. 


W. E. Brice • *. 


Mason City 

Mason City 


First Tuesday in January, 1904 
First Tuesday in January. 1904 


F.J. Hanlon. 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, eight. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, January 5, 1908. 

3. Give postoffioe address of general office, Mason City, Iowa. 

4 Give poetofflce address of operating office, Mason, City, Iowa. 
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WATERLOO & CEDAR FALLS RAPID TRANSIT CO. 
OFFICERS. 



Title. 



President 

First vice president 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

General solicitors. 

Auditor 

General manager 

Chief engineer 

General freight agent . . 
Heneral passenger agent.' 
General ticket asent 



L. S.Oass 

J. F. Cass 

J. F. Cass 

E. A.BogcB 

Mullan& Pickett.. 

E. A. Boggs 

L. 8. Cass 

M L. Newton. 
T. P. Emmons. 

O. D. Cass 

C. D. Cass 



Waterloo, Iowa 
Snmner, Iowa 
Sumner, Iowa 
Waterloo, Iowa 

Waterloo, Iowa 
Waterloo, Iowa 
Waterloo, Iowa 
Waterloo, Iowa 
Waterloo, Iowa 
Waterloo, Iowa 



ORGANIZATION. 


Names of Directors. 


Postofflce Address. 


Date of Expira- 
tion of Term. 


li. S. Cass 


Waterloo, Iowa 

Romner, Iowa. 

Chicago, 111 


January, 1904 
January, 1004 


J. F. Cass. 


B. K. Boisot 


January* 1004 



1. Total number of stockholders at date of last election, three. 

2. Date of last meeting of stockholders for election of directors, January, 1003. 
8. Give postofflce address of general office, Waterloo, Iowa. 

4. Giye postofflce address of operating office, Waterloo, Iowa. 
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DECISIONS. 



No. 2559—1903. 

Before the Board of Railroad Commissioners* of the State of Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Mason City & Port Dodge Railroad company 
for permission to condemn lands in Pottawattamie county, Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Mason City & Port Dodge Railroad com- 
pany for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of the 
Code of 1897, as amended by section 1, chapter 70, laws of the Twenty-eighth 
General Assembly and section 1 , chapter 79, laws of the Twenty-ninth General 
Assembly, in Pottawattamie county, State of Iowa, the Board of Railroad Com- 
missioners of the State of Iowa do hereby certify that upon the application of the 
Mason City & Port Dodge Railroad company to the Board stating the desire of 
said company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly described for 
the use of said company, the Commissioners proceeded in conformity with law to 
examine into the matter of said application, and do hereby certify that, in the 
opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners, the additional lands described in 
said application are necessary for the use of said railroad company, to wit: 

Lot twenty (20) in block ten (10) In Williams' First Addition to Council Bluffs, 
Iowa. 

In witness whereof, this Board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Pottawattamie county, Iowa. % 

Dated at Des Moines, Iowa, December 4, 1902. 



No. 2560-1903. 

Before the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa. 

In the matter of the Newton & Northwestern Railroad company for permission 
to condemn lands in Boone county, Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Newton & Northwestern Railroad com- 
pany for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of the 
Code of 1897, as amended by section 1, chapter 70, laws of the Twenty-eighth 
General Assembly, and section 1, chapter 79, laws of the Twenty-ninth General 

(195) 
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Assembly, in Boone county, State of Iowa, the Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners of the State of Iowa do hereby certify that upon the application of the New- 
ton & Northwestern Railroad company to the Board stating the desire of said 
company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly described for the 
use of said company, the Commissioners proceeded in conformity with law to 
examine into the matter of said application, and do hereby certify that, in the 
opinion of the Board of Railroad' Commissioners the additional lands described in 
said application are necessary for the use of said railroad company, to wit: 

That said proposed extension will cross the northwest quarter of the southwest 
quarter; the southwest quarter of the northwest quarter and the northwest quarter 
of the northwest quarter, all in section 18, township 84, range 26, Boone county, 
Iowa, and that part lying east of the Oes Moines river of southeast quarter of the 
northeast quarter of section 13, township 84, range 27, Boone county, Iowa, to 
wit: An additional strip of land twenty-five feet in width on the east side of said 
right of way and an additional strip of land twenty-five feet in width on the west 
side of said right of way, both said strips of land lying adjacent to, and running 
parallel with said right of way, beginning at Construction Station No. 250 in said 
southwest quarter of the northwest quarter of section 18 and extending in a 
southerly direction to Construction Station No. 259, a distance of 900 feet, and an 
additional strip of land fifty feet in width on the east side of said right of way and 
an additional strip of land fifty feet in width on the west side of said right of way, 
both said strips lying adjacent to, and running parallel with, said right of way, 
beginning at Construction Station No. 259 and extending in a southwesterly direc- 
tion through said southwest quarter of the northwest quarter to the northwest quar- 
ter of the southwest quarter of section 18, township 84, range 26, a distance of 656 
feet, and, beginning at the north line of said northwest quarter of the southwest 
quarter of said section 18 and extending in a southwesterly direction to the east line 
of said northwest quarter of the southwest quarter of said section 18, a distance of 
1 ,120 feet, an additional strip of land twenty-five feet in width on the east side of 
said right of way and an additional strip of land on the west side of said right of 
way fifty feet in width, both of said strips lying adjacent to, and running parallel 
with, said right of way. 

In witness whereof, this Board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the' clerk of the district court of Boone county, Iowa. 

Dated at Des Moines, Iowa, December 5, 1902. 



No. 2561-1903. 

Beforb the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway com- 
pany for permission to condemn lands in Mills County, Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway 
company for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of 
the Code of 1897, as amended by section 1, chapter 70, laws of the Twenty-eighth 
General Assembly, and section 1, chapter 79, laws of the Twenty-ninth General 
Assembly, in Mills county, State of Iowa, the Board of Railroad Commissioners 
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of the State of Iowa do hereby certify that upon the application of the Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy Railway company to the Board, stating the desire of said 
company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly described for the 
use of said company, the commissioners proceeded in conformity with law to 
examine into the matter of said application, and do hereby certify that, in the 
opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners, the additional lands described in 
said application are necessary for the use of said railway company , to wit: 

A strip of land 190 feet in width across the north twenty acres of the northeast 
quarter of the southeast quarter of section 29, township 72 north, range 41 west of 
fifth P. M. Said strip being bounded on the northerly side by a line parallel to, 
northerly from and ninety feet distant, measured at right angles, from the center 
line of the north main track of the new location of the railroad of the Chicago , 
Burlington & Quincy Railway company, as said center line is now located, staked, 
and marked through and beyond said northeast quarter of the southeast quarter, 
and bounded on the southerly side by a line which is parallel to, southerly from 
and 100 feet distant, measured at right angles from said center line of said north 
main track, containing four and six-tenths acres more or less. 

In witness whereof this Board has caused this certificate to be executed and duly 
signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed with 
the clerk of the district court of Mills county, Iowa. 

Done at Des Moines, Iowa, December 23, 1902. 



No. 2562—1903. 

Bbforb the Board of Railroad Commissioners of thb State of Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway com- 
pany for permission to condemn certain lands in Montgomery county, Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway 
company for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of 
the Code of 1897, as amended by section 1, chapter 70, laws of the Twenty-eighth 
General Assembly, and section 1, chapter 79, of the laws of the Twenty-ninth 
General Assembly, in Montgomery county, State of Iowa, the Board of Railroad 
Commissioners of the State of Iowa do hereby certify that upon the application of 
the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway company to the Board stating the 
desire of said company to condemn property hereinafter more particularly 
described for the use of said company, the Commissioners proceeded in conform- 
ity with law to examine into the matter of said application, and do hereby certify 
that, in the opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners, the additional lands 
described in said application are necessary for the use of said railway company, 
to wit : 

A strip of ground 250 feet in width through the northwest quarter of section 28, 
township 72 north, range 39 west of the fifth P. M. , said strip being bounded on 
the northerly side by a line which is parallel to, northerly from and 120 feet dis- 
tant , measured at right angles from the center line of the north main track of the 
new location of the railroad of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway com- 
pany, as said center line is now located, staked and marked through and beyond 
said premises, and bounded on the southerly side by a line which is parallel to, 
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southerly from and 130 feet distant, measured at right angles from said center line 
of said north main track ; a strip of ground 310 feet in width through the north- 
east quarter of the northeast quarter of section 29, township and range as afore- 
said. Said strip being bounded on the northerly side by a line parallel to, north- 
erly from and 150 feet distant, measured at right angles from said center line of 
■aid north main track of the new location and bounded on the southerly side by a 
line which is parallel to, southerly from and 160 feet distant, measured at right 
angles from said center line; also a strip of ground 230 feet in width through the 
northwest quarter of the northeast quarter of said section 29. Said strip being 
bounded on the northerly side by a line which is parallel to, northerly from and 
110 feet distant, measured at right angles from said center line of said north main 
track, and bounded on the southerly side by a line which is parallel to, southerly 
from and 120 feet distant , measured at right angles from said center line ; also all 
that portion of the northeast quarter of the northwest quarter of the said section 
29, which lies north of a line, parallel to, southerly from and 110 feet distant,, 
measured at right angles from said center line of said north main track. Con- 
taining in all thirty-three and sixty-nine one hundredth acres 1 more or less. 

A strip of land 130 feet in width through the northwest quarter of section 26, 
township 72 north, range 39 west of the fifth P. M. Said strip being bounded on 
the northerly side by a line which is parallel to, northerly from and sixty feet dis- 
tant measured at right angles from the center line of the north main track of the 
new location of the railroad of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway com- 
pany, as said center line is now located, staked and marked through and beyond 
said section 26, and bounded on the southerly side by a line which is parallel to, 
southerly from and seventy feet distant, measured at right angles from said center 
line of north main track; also a strip of ground described as follows: Beginning 
at a point on the east line of the northeast quarter of the northeast quarter of sec- 
tion 27, township and range as aforesaid, 180 feet northerly measured at right 
angles from the center line of said north main track , thence westerly, parallel to , and 
180 feet distant, measured at right angles, from said center line 700 feet; thence 
south to a point 100 feet northerly, measured at right angles, from said center line 
of north main track; thence westerly parallel to, and 100 feet distant, meas- 
ured at right angles, from said center line to the west line of said northeast quar- 
ter of the northeast quarter; thence south along said west line to a point which is 
110 feet southerly from said center line, measured at right angles thereto; thence 
easterly parallel to, and 110 feet distant, measured at right angles from said cen- 
ter line to the east line of said quarter quarter; thence north to place of beginning, 
also, a strip of ground 130 feet in width through the northwest quarter of the 
northeast quarter and the east half of the northwest quarter of said section 27. 
Said strip being bounded on the northerly side by a line which is parallel to, 
northerly from and sixty feet distant, measured at right angles from said center 
line, and bounded on the southerly side by a line which is parallel to, southerly 
from and seventy feet distant, measured at right angles from said center line; also 
a strip of ground 210 feet in width through the west half of the northwest quarter 
of said section 27, said strip being bounded on the northerly side by a line which 
is parallel to, northerly from and 100 feet distant measured at right angles from 
said center line, and bounded on the southerly side by a line which is parallel to, 
southerly from and 110 distant, measured at right angles from said center line. 
Containing in all thirty and twenty-three one hundredth acres, more or less. 
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In witness whereof this Board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Montgomery county, Iowa. 

Dated at Des Moines, Iowa, December 23, 1902. 



No. 2563. 

Bbforb thb Board of Railroad Commissioners of thr State of Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Mason City & Port Dodge Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands in Payette county, Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Mason City & Port Dodge Railway com- 
pany for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1996 of the 
Supplement to the Code of Iowa of 1902, in Payette county, State of Iowa, the 
Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa do hereby certify that upon 
the application of the Mason City & Port Dodge Railway company to the Board 
stating the desire of said company to condemn the property hereinafter more 
particularly described for the use of said company, the Commissioners proceeded 
in conformity with law to examine into the matter of said application, and do 
hereby certify that, in the opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners, the 
additional lands described in said application are necessary for the use of such 
railway company, to wit: 

Commencing on the south section line at a point 212 feet west of the southeast 
corner of the southwest quarter of the southeast quarter of section 9, township 
91, north, of range 10, west of the fifth P. M, Payette county, Iowa; thence north 
100 feet, thence west 2,265 feet more or less to the Little Wapsie river, thence 
south 100 feet to the south line of said section, thence east 2,265 feet more or 
less to the place of beginning, containing five and twenty 'hundredths acres, more 
or less. 

Nothing herein shall give the railway company the right to occupy or in any 
way disturb, impair or injure the highways crossing or running along the property 
aforesaid. 

It is expressly provided, however, that the Mason City & Port Dodge Railway 
company shall, in the original construction of its railway, construct, build and 
maintain a bridge over what is known as Otter creek , said bridge to be not less 
than one hundred feet in length and sufficiently wide at the creek bed to provide 
adequate and free passage of all water, and that the channel of said Otter creek 
shall not be changed or diverted in such a way as to materially impede or obstruct 
the flow of water therein. And it is further provided that the said railway com- 
pany shall take proper and due care of all the water that may accumulate in the 
borrow-pit and excavation which may be made in and upon the property afore- 
said in such a manner that no damage shall be done thereby to any adjoining 
property, and the right to condemn and acquire the real estate aforesaid shall be 
mado to depend upon the conditions herein expressed and imposed upon said rail- 
way company. 

In witness whereof this Board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
dnly signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Payette county, Iowa. 

Dated at Des Moines, Iowa, April 9, 1903. 
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»o. 2564-1903. 

Bbforb thb Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa, 

In the matter of the petition of the Mason City & Port Dodge Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands in Payette county, Iowa. 

in the matter of the petition of the Mason City & Port Dodge Railway company 
for permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of the-Supple- 
snent to the Code of Iowa of 1902, in Payette county, State of Iowa, the Board of 
Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa do hereby certify that upon the ap- 
plication of the Mason City & Port Dodge Railway company to the Board stating 
the desire of said company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly 
described for the use of said company, the Commissioners proceeded in conformity 
•with law to examine into the matter of said application, and do hereby certify that, 
in the opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners the additional lands de- 
scribed in said application are necessary for the use of such railway company , 
to wit: 

A strip of land seventy-five feet in width across the northwest quarter of the 
oorthwest quarter of section 17, township 91, north of range 10, west of the fifth 
P. M., Payette county, Iowa, lying adjacent to and parallel with the south right 
<ot way line of the Mason City & Port Dodge Railway company, except the west 
183 feet thereof. 

In witness whereof this Board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
erith the clerk of the district court of Fayette county, Iowa. 

Dated at Des Moines, Iowa, April 9, 1903. 



No. 2565—1903. 

Bbforb thb Board of Railroad Commissioners of thb State of Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Newton & Northwestern Railroad company 
for permission to condemn certain lands in Story county, Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Newton & Northwestern Railroad company 
tor permission to condemn certain lands as provided by section 1998 of the Sup- 
plement to the Code of Iowa of 1902, in Story county, State of Iowa, the Board of 
Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa do hereby certify that upon the ap- 
plication of the Newton & Northwestern Railroad company to the Board stating 
the desire of said company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly 
described for the use of said company, the Commissioners proceeded in conform* 
ity with law to examine into the matter of said application , and do hereby certify 
that, in the opinion of the Board of Railroad Commissioners, the additional lands 
described in said application are necessary for the use of such railroad company, 
to wit: 

A strip of land 100 feet in width, commencing at the north and south quarter 
line of section 32, township 83, range 24, and extending in a southeasterly direc- 
tion, parallel to and adjoining the north line of the right of way now owned by 
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said Newton & Northwestern Railroad company, a distance of 1,480 feet and con- 
taining thirty-eight one hundredths acres; 

Also a strip of land fifty feet in width, parallel to and adjoining the south line 
of the right of way of the said Newton & Northwestern Railroad company, across 
the northwest quarter of said section, containing forty-eight one hundredths of an 
acre; 

Also a strip of land fifty feet in width, commencing at a point on the north 
and south line which is 556.9 feet east of the north and south line of said section 
32, aod running thence in a southeasterly direction parallel to and adjoining the 
south line of the right of way of said Newton & Northwestern Railroad company, 
to the north line of Van Fleet street in the town of Kelley and containing eighty - 
«ight one hundredths of an acre, and being in said section 32; 

Also a piece of land in the southeast quarter of the southeast quarter of section 
32, bounded and described as follows: Commencing at the intersection of the 
north line of the right of way of the said Newton & Northwestern Railroad com- 
pany and the east line of the right of way of the Chicago & North- Western Rail- 
way company, and running thence in a northeasterly direction along the east line 
of the right of way of the said Chicago & North- Western Railway company a dis- 
tance of 337 feet, thence in a southeasterly direction 560 feet to a point which on 
the north line of the right of way of the said Newton & Northwestern Railroad 
company is 337 feet in a southeasterly direction from the point of beginning, 
thence in a northwesterly direction along said north line of said right of way to 
the place of beginning and containing one and two-tenths acres. 

In witness whereof this Board has caused this certificate to be executed and 
duly signed and attested by its secretary, with instructions that the same be filed 
with the clerk of the district court of Story county, Iowa. 

Dated at Des Moines, Iowa, June 26, 1903. 



No. 2566—1903. 

Sabula Drawbridge Intbrlocker. 

In reference to approval of changes in the Sabula drawbridge interlocking sys- 
tem on Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway. On October 24, 1902, Mr. W. 
H. Elliott, signal engineer of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Com- 
pany, wrote the Board as per the following letter: 

Owing to changes in station platform at Sabula, which is west of ihe drawbridge, we have 
found it impossible to ran oar wires to distant signals Nos. 5 and 7 so that they can be operated 
with any certainty. The distances are entirely too long from the interlocking machine. Will 
yon please approve of my changing signal No. 7 for west bound main line trains to a power oper- 
ated signal and have this signal work in connection with the home signal and the home block 
signal which we have put in new location, which is marked in red on plan? 

Distant signal No. 6, on the Elk river line, we would prefer to takeout altogether, as there 
are but few trains now using this line. Practically no trains run by the station without making 
stops, and therefore the distant signal is not needed. 

Ton will remember we have an electric distant signal working on the east side of the river, 
and have found the same very satis . actor y, and want to put in the same kind of arrangement 
for east bound trains. 

Kindly approve these plans and return one to me for my file. 

Upon examination of the plans showing proposed changes, the Board 
approved the same on December 4, 1902. 
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No. 2567—1903. 

nrriBLOOKiB at bow ait 

To all whom it map concern: 

Know Yb, That the interlocking device, with ite various parts and appliance*, situated at 
the crossings of the tracks of the Chicago Great Western Railway company with the tracks of 
the Burlington, Oedar Rapids & Northern Railway company at or near Rowan station, Iowa, 
having been duly inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Com- 
missioners of the State of Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient 
for the purposes of such device, 

Now, Therefore, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same 
is, hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing with- 
out stopping, until the further order of this Commission; subject, however, to the following 
conditions, to wit : 

Flr$t—8*i& companies shall cause said device to be frequently Inspected, and shall keep the 
same in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second— Bach engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under control over said crossing. ' 'Control, " as here used, mea speed of 
train must be governel by brake power at oommand, and in no case exceed the p er of the 
trainmen to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal 
and crossing, or at crossing. 

Third— No change shall be made in the loo vtton of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commission ; and, in case of any suoh change without suoh approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby oonf erred shall at once cease. 

In Witwess Whebbof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the 8tate of Iowa 
has caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 18th day 
of December, 1902. 



No. 2568-1903. 

IBTEBLOOKBB AT ABION. 

To all wJiom it may concern: 

Know Ye, That the Interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at 
the crossings of the tracks of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, with the 
tracks of the Chicago & North- Western Railway oomp%ny,and the Fort Dodge & Omaha Railroad 
company (Illinois Central Railroad company), at or near Arion station, Iowa, having been duly 
Inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of 
Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such 
device, 

Now, Thbbetobb, It is hereby ordered, that the paid interlocking device be, and the same is, 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railroad oompanies, and each of them, to run said crossing with- 
out stopping, until the further order of this Commission ; subject, however, to the following 
conditions, to wit: 

First— Said oompanies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
same in first-claw working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second— Each engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under oontrol over said crossing. ' 'Control, " as here used, means speed of 
train most be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the 
trainmen to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal 
and crossing, or at crossing. 

Third— No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commission; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby oonferred shall at once cease. 
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In Wraraw Whsbsov, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 3rd day of 
February, 1808b 



No. 2569-1903. 

IWTEBLOCKBB AT HICKS. 

To alt whom U may concern: 

Know Ys, That the Interlocking device, with its various parts and appliance*, situated at 
the crossings of the tracks of the Chicago & North- Western Railway company with the tracks 
of the Chicago Great Western Railway company, at or near Hicks station, Iowa, having been 
duly inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the 
State of Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes 
of such device, 

Now Thirvori, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same 
is, hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents 
shall authorise the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing 
without stopping, until the further order of this Commission ; subject, however, to the following 
conditions, to wit : 

Fir$t—3nl& companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
sune in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second— Each engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under oontrol over said crossing. * 'Control, " as here used, means speed of 
train must be governed by brake power at command, and in no esse exceed the power of the train- 
men to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and 
crossing, or at crossing. 

Third -No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in 
the mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the 
approval of the Commission ; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first 
been obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

lif Wrr.TBSS Whirdi, The said Board of Railroad Commissioner of the State of Iowa, has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 0th day of 
March, 1006. 



No. 2570-1903. 

INTSRLOOKKB AT IOWA FALLB. 

To all whom it may concern : 

Kvow Ys, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at 
the crossing of the tracks of the Illinois Central Railroad company with the tracks of the Chicago, 
Rook Island & Pacific Railway company, at or near Iowa Falls station, having been duly 
inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of 
Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such 
device, 

Now, Thb before, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same 
is, hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing with- 
out stopping, until the further order of this Commission; subject, however, to the following 
conditions, to wit: 

.First—Said oompanies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
same in flrst-olass working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a oompetent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second— Bach engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 

and shall proceed under oontrol over said crossing. * 'Control, " as here used, means speed of 

train must be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the 

trainmen to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal 

nd crossing, or at crossing. 
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Third -lHo change shall be made In the looation of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, -nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commission ; and, in case of any such ohaige without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary! this 4th day of 
May, 1008. 



No. 2571—1903. 

INTBRLOOKBR AT CAMBRIDGE. 

To all whom it may concern : 

Enow Ye, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossings of the tracks of the Chicago, Milwaukee & 8c. Paul Hallway oompany, with the tracks 
of the Des Moines, Iowa Falls & Northern Railway company, at or near Cambridge station, 
Iowa, having been duly inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Com. 
missioners of the State of Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient 
for the purposes of such device. 

Now, Therefore, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same is, 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is no «v constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing with- 
out stopping, until the further order of this Commission; subject, however, to the following 
conditions, to wit : 

First— Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
same in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second— E^oh engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under control over said crossing. * 'Control, " as here used, means speed of 
train must be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the 
trainmen to readily stop tra'n within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal 
and crossing, or at crossing. 

Third— No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commission ; and, in case of any such change without such approval having been obtained, 
the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 12th day of 
May, 1908. 



No. 2572—1903. 

INTER LOCKER AT WASHINGTON. 

To all whom it may concern: 

Know Te, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossings of the tracks of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company with the tracks 
of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company, at or near Washington station, Iowa, 
having been duly inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commis- 
sioners of the State of Iowa, ai provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient 
for the purposes of such device, 

Now, Therefore, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same 
is, hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railroad com pa -.ies, and each of them, to run said crossing with- 
out stopping, until the farther order of this Commission ; subject, however, to the following 
conditions, to wit; 

fHrtt—Sedd companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
same in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 
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Second— Each engine and train shall be brought under oontrol after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under control oyer said crossing. "Control," as here used, means speed of 
train must be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the 
train men to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance 
signal and crossing, or at crossing. 

ZTWrd— No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of it parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commission; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witnbss Whereof, The said Board of Railroad commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by Its secretary, this 25th day of 
May, 1908. 



No. 2573—1903. 

IRTEBLOCKBB AT OAPBON. 

To all whom it may concern: 

Know Yb, That the interlocking device with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossings of the tracks of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company with the 
tracks of the Iowa Central Railway company at or near Capron station, Iowa, having been duly 
inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of 
Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such 
device, 

Now, Thebbtobb, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the suneis, 
hereby approved in mar ner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorise the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing with- 
out stopping, until the further order of this Commission ; subject, however, to the following con- 
ditions, to wit : 

tffrst— Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
same in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second— Each engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proced under control over said crossing. « 'Control, " as here used, means speed of train 
must be governed by brake power at oomxnand, and in no case exceed the power of the trainmen 
to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and cross- 
ing, or at crossing. 

Third— No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor In the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commission; and, in case of any such change without such a pproval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 29th day of 
May, 1006. 



No. 2574—1903. 

INTEBLOCKEB AT MANLY. 

To all whom it may concern : 

Know Yb, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossings of the tracks of the Chicago Great Western Railway company with the tracks of the 
Chicago, Rook Island & Pacific Railway company and Iowa Central Railway company, at or near 
Manly Junction station, Iowa, having been duly inspected and examined under authority of the 
Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa, as provided by law, and having been 
found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device, 

Now, Thebsfobb, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same is 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing with- 
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oat stopping, until the farther order of this Commission ; subject, however, to the following 
conditions, to wit : 

Fir*t—8aid companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
same in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in- use under this permit. 

Second -Each engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under control over said crossing. * 'Control, " as here used, means speed of 
train most be governed by brake power at command, and in no cane ezoeed the power of the 
trainmen to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal 
and crossing, or at crossing. 

Third— No change shall, be made in the location of said devioe, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commission ; and, in ease of any such change without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at onoe cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 8rd day of 
August, 1906. 



No. 2575-1903, 

INTSRLOCKER JLT MOO BLAND. 

To all whom it may concern: 

Enow Ye, That the Interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossings of the tracks of the Mason City & Fort Dodge Railway company with the tracks of the 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company, at or near Moorland station, Iowa, having 
been duly inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Oommlssionere of the 
State of Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes 
of such device, 

Now Therefore, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking devioe be, and the fame is, 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said crossing with- 
out stopping, until the further order of this Commission ; subject, however, to the following con- 
ditions, to wit : 

Fint— Said companies shall cause said devioe to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
same in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second— Each engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under control over said crossing. 4 * Control, " as here used, means speed of ' 
train must be gorerned by brake power at command, and in no oase exceed the power of the 
trainmen to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal 
and crossing, or at crossing. 

Third— No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commission ; and in case of any such change without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at onoe cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said board of Railway Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 21st day of 
September, 1906. 



No. 2576-1903. 

INTERLOOEBR AT 80MERS. 

To all whom it may concern : 

Know Ye, That the interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossings of the tracks of the Chicago, Rook Island & Pacific Railway company, with the tracks of 
the Mason City & Fort Dodge Railway company, at or near Somers station, Iowa, having been 
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duly inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the 
State of Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes 
of such device, 

Now, Thebbtobb, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same is, 
hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorise the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them to run said crossing without 
stopping, until the further order of this Commission ; subjeot, however, to the following condi- 
tions, to wit: 

FHrtt—8tdd companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
same in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a oompetent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second— Bach engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under control over said crossing. • * Control, " as here used, means sneed of 
train must be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the train- 
men to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and 
crossing, or at croasin?. 

Third— No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same without the approval 
of the Commission ; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whsbbof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 21st day of 
September, 1908. 



No. 2577—1903. 

INTERLOCKED AT LOHRVTLLE. 

To all whom it may concern: 

Know Yb, That the interlocking devioe, with its various parts and appliances, situated at 
the crossings of the tracks of the Mason City & Fort Dodge Railway company and Chicago $ 
North- Western Railway company with the tracks of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway 
company at or near Lohrville station, Iowa, having been duly inspected and examined under 
authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa, as provided by law, and 
having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device, 

Now, Thbbbfobb, It is hereby ordered that the said interlocking device be, and the same 
is hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them to run said crossing with- 
out stopping, until the further order of this Commission; subject, however, to the following 
conditions, to wit: 

Firet— Said companies shall cause said devioe to be frequently Inspected, and shall keep the 
same in first-class working order and in good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second— Koch engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under control over said crossing. ' 'Control, " as here used, means speed of 
train, must be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the 
trainmen to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal • 
and crossing, or at crossing. 

Third— No change shall be made In the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor in the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commission ; and, in case of any such change, without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

Iff Witsbss Whbrxof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 21st day of 
September, 190& 
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No. 2578—1903. 

INTEBLOCKEB AT LIWBT. 

To all whom it may concern : 

Know Yi, That the interlocking device, with Its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
crossing:} of the tracks of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company with the tracks 
of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway company at or near Linby station, Iowa, having 
been duly Inspected and examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of 
the State of Iowa, as provided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the pur- 
poses of such device, 

Now, Therefore, It Is hereby ordered, that the said Interlocking device be, and the same is 
hereby approved In manner and form as the same Is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said or owing with- 
out stopping, until the further order of this Commission ; subject, however, to the following con- 
ditions, to wit: 

First— Baid companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the- 
same in first-class, working order and in good repair, and shall provide for Its efficient operation 
by a competent person, or persons, so long as it shall be In use under this permit. 

Second— Each engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under control over said crossing, "Control," as here used, means speed of 
train must be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of the train- 
men to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and 
orosslng, or at crossing. 

Third— No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor In the- 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commission ; and, In case of any such change without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa baa 
caused these presents to be signed by Its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 27th day of 
October, 1903. 



No. 2579—1903. 

IKTERLOCKER AT CAMBRIDGE. 

To all whom it may concern: 

Enow Ye, That the Interlocking device, with its various parts and appliances, situated at 
the crossings of the tracks of the Chicago, Milwaukee A St. Paul Railway company and the Des 
Moines, Iowa Balls & Northern Railway company, with the tracks of the Newton & Northwest- 
ern Railway company, at or near Cambridge station, Iowa, having been duly inspected and 
examined under authority of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa, as pro- 
vided by law, and having been found suitable and sufficient for the purposes of such device. 

Now, Therefore, It is herebv ordesed, that the said interlocking device be, and the same 
is, hereby approved in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railroad companies, and each of them, to run said orosslng with- 
out stopping, until the further order of this Commission; subject, however, to the following con 
dltlons, to wit: 

First— Said companies shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
■ same la flrst-olass working order and In good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation) 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second— Bach engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under control over said crossing. * 'Control,' ' as here used, means speed of train 
must be governed by brake power at command, and In no case exceed the power of the trainmen 
to readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and 
crossing, or at crossing. 

Third— No change snail be made m the location of said device, or any of its parts, nor In the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commission ; and, inoaseof any such change without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

Ik Witness Whereof, The said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary, this 81st day of 
November, 1006. 
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No. 256*0—1903. 

INTERLOCK BR AT WEST KEITHSBURG. 

To all whom it may concern: 

Know Ye, that the interlocking device, with Its various parts and appliances, situated at the 
drawbridge of the Iowa Central Railway company, oyer the Mississippi river, at or near West 
Keithsburg station, Iowa, having been duly inspected and examined under the authority of the 
Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa, as provided by law, and having been 
found suitable and sufficient for the purpose* of such device, 

Now, Therefore, It is hereby ordered, that the said interlocking device be, and the same 
is hereby approved, in manner and form as the same is now constructed, and these presents shall 
authorize the above-mentioned railway company to run said drawbridge without stopping, until 
the further order of this Commission; subject, however, to the follow conditions, to wit: 

Firtt— Said company shall cause said device to be frequently inspected, and shall keep the 
same In first-class working order and In good repair, and shall provide for its efficient operation 
by a competent person or persons, so long as it shall be in use under this permit. 

Second— Bach engine and train shall be brought under control after passing distance signal 
and shall proceed under control over said bridge. ' ' Control, as here used, means speed of train 
mu*t be governed by brake power at command, and in no case exceed the power of trainmen to 
readily stop train within safe distance should danger appear between distance signal and bridge, 
or at bridge. 

Third— No change shall be made in the location of said device, or any of Its parts, nor In the 
mechanical construction thereof, nor in the manner of operating the same, without the approval 
of the Commissio • ; and, in case of any such change without such approval having first been 
obtained, the authority hereby conferred shall at once cease. 

In Witness Whereof, the said Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa has 
caused these presents to be signed by its chairman and attested by its secretary at Des Moines, 
this 27th day of November, 1903. 



No. 2581—1903. 
Before thb Board of Railroad] Commissioners of the State of Iowa. 
In the matter of the Eighteenth Street Viaduct in the city of Des Moines, Iowa. 
Filed March 4, 1902. 

OPINION . 

This is a proceeding, prosecuted by certain of the citizens of the city of Des 
Moines, who, acting for themselves and also for said city, asking the Board of 
Railway Commissioners, under section 770 of the Code of 1897, to determine 
whether or not a viaduct is necessary for the public safety and convenience over 
the Keokuk & Western Railway, and also asking for the approval of the plans and 
specifications of said viaduct submitted therewith. 

Said section provides as follows: 

Cities having a population of seven thousand and over shall have power to require any railroad 
company, owning or operating any railroad tracks upon or across any public streets of such city, 
to erect, construct, reconstruct, complete and maintain, to the extent hereinafter provided, any 
viaduct upon or along such streets, and over or under such tracks, including the approaches 
thereto, as may be declared by ordinances of such city necessary for the safety and protection of 
the public. The approaches to any such viaduct shall not exceed a total distance of eight hundred 
feet, but no such viaduct shall be required on more than every fourth street running in the same 
direction, and no railroad company shall be required to build or contribute to the building of 
more than one such viaduct, with its approaches, in any one year, nor shall any viaduct be 
required until the Board of Railroad Commissioners shall, after examination, determine the same 
to be necessary for the public safety and convenience, and the plans of said viaduct, prepared as 
hereinafter provided, shall have been approved by said Board. 
14 
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The Board of Railroad Commissioners fixed 1 o'clock, p. m., March 25, 1902, 
for the hear'ng of this proceeding. At the time so fixed, the citizens who were 
interested therein, and also as representatives of the city of Des Moines, namely: 
Geo. B. Peak and Geo. P. Henry, appeared for and in behalf of the applicant. 
The Keokuk & Western Railway appeared by its general manager, Mr. A. C. 
Goodrich. The Board, upon this hearing, duly inspected the premises and also 
the highway leading to and along said Eighteenth street. In addition to such 
inspection the parties also presented their views respecting the necessity of such 
viaduct as well as the opposition of the railway thereto . The municipal council of 
the city of Des Moines adopted an ordinance passing upon the necessity of said 
viaduct, and demanding that such viaduct be constructed . The Board of Railroad 
Commissioners, who are also required to pass upon the necessity of such viaduct, 
are obliged to consider many things which do not and can not be taken into con- 
sideration by the said city council. 

That subsequent to this hearing there was filed with the Board of Railroad 
Commissioners the following: • 

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE, 

Des Moines, Iowa, July 29, 1902. 
State or Iowa, Couutt or Polk, 
City or Des Moines. 

I, E. R. Bennett, city clerk of said city, hereby certify that at a meeting of the City Council of 
said city of Des Moines, held on the 21st day of July, 19C2, among other proceedings the following 
was adopted : 

No. 946. Be it Resolved by the City Council of the City of Des Moines: That the accompany- 
ing plans and specifications for a viaduct over the Keokuk & Western, or Chicago, Burlington 
& Quincy Railroad on West Eighteenth btreet (or the Bloomfleld Road) which have been approved 
by the Board of Public Works be and the same are hereby approved, it being distinctly understood 
that if such viaduct shall hereafter be ordered by the Honorable Railroad Commissioners of the 
State of Iowa to be built by said railroad companies or either of them, the same shall be built 
without any expense to the city for damages to abutting property owners or otherwise. 

Mgved by Prunty to adopt. Motion carried. Teas, 8 ; nays, none. Van Dyck not voting. 

In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the day and year 
first above written. 

E. R. Bennett, City Clerk. 

Subsequent thereto on or about January 22, 1903, the following paper was 
filed with the Board: 

CITY CLBRS78 OFFICE, 

Des Moihes, Iowa, January 22, 1908. 
State or Iowa, Count r or Polk, 
Citt or Des Moines. 

I, E. R. Bennett, city clerk of said city, hereby certify that at a meeting of the City Council of 
said city of Des Moines, held on the 19th day of January, 1908, among other proceedings the fol- 
lowing was adopted : 

No. 1919. Be it Resolved by the City Council of the City of Des Moines: That roll call No. 
946, passed July 21, 1902, whereby the plans and specifications for a viaduct over the Keokuk & 
Western or Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad on west Eighteenth street (or the Bloomfleld 
Road) were approved, said viaduct, if ordered by the Railroad Commissioners of the State of 
Iowa, to be built without expense to the city for damages to abutting property owners, be and 
the same is hereby rescinded and repealed. 

Moved by Van Dyck to adopt. Motion carried. Yeas : Brereton, Fraley, Harley, Higgins, 
King, Prunty, Smith, Van Dyck and Whitney (9) ; nays, none. 

In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the day and 

yt ar first above written. 

B. R. Bennett, City Clerk. 
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It would seem from the foregoing that there is no provision made for the plans 
or specifications or the approval thereof of the City Council. It will also be 
observed that there is no provision made for the appraising, assessing and deter- 
mining the damages which may be caused to any property by reason of the con- 
struction of the viaduct and its approaches as provided for in section 771 of the 
Code. And the Board is of the opinion that this matter is not now in such a con- 
dition as to authorize it to take any action thereon. 

It will be observed that, as a matter of fact, while no estimate has been filed 
with the Board with reference to the cost and expense of the construction of this 
viaduct, the parties hereto at the time of the hearing promised and agreed to sub- 
mit such estimate to the Board. Prom the Board's observation and knowledge 
of the usual and ordinary construction of such a viaduct it is the opinion of 
the Commission on the present showing they would be inclined not to ap- 
prove the construction of the viaduct at this point and especially is this true where 
the viaduct does not include the Chicago Great Western Railway but only the 
track of the Keokuk & Western Railway which runs parallel to and with the Chi- 
cago Great Western Railway. 

Des Moines, Iowa, April 9, 1?03. 



No. 25S2 1903. 

Before the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa. 

Charles E. Root, 1 

v. ! Petition for Cattle Guard at Farm 

The Burlington, Cedar Rapids & i Crossing. 



Northern Railway Company . 
Complaint filed October 8, 1902. 

OPINION OF THE BOARD. 

The petition filed in this case was as follows: 

Comes now Charles E. Root in above-entitled cause and respectfully states to the Board : 
That the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company, defendant, is a railway cor- 
poration duly organized under the laws of the State of lo * a, and doing business in the State of 
Iowa and in Keokuk county, Iowa, and that said company has an office for the transaction of 
business at and is located at the towns of Webster and of South English both in the county of 
Keokuk and State of Iowa, and is and has been for some time last past operating a railway upon 
and along lis right of way which it owns which runs through my (plaintiff's) farm and land 
described below, I (plaintiff) owning land on both sides of its right of way, and that the said cor- 
poration, under and by virtue of section 2C22 of Code of Iowa, is authorized and it is made the 
duty of said corporation, when so requested to do, to make and keep in good repair one cattle 
guard, and one causeway or other adequate rowans of crossing the same at such reasonable place 
an may be designated by the owner, when said owner owns land on both sides of any railway, 
and I (the plaintiff) aver that one JVC. A. Strock is and on February 18, 190?, was station agent of 
said corporation at south English, Keokuk county, Iowa; and that one Albert Kalona is and at 
last above said date was section foreman of the section of the defendant's railway which runs 
through my (plaintiffs) land described below, and I (the plaintiff) aver that he did notify and 
request said corporation through its agents, M. A. Strock and Albert Kalona, in writing, which is 
hereto attached marked Exhibits * 'A" and ' 'B"and made a part of this petition, to make and keep 
in good repair one cattle guard, and one causeway at the reasonable place designated in said 
notice and request, said notice and request having been served on date as given on return of same, 
by my (plaintiff's) duly authorized agent. I (plaintiff) further aver that said corporation (def end- 
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ant) has failed, neglected and refused to comply with said request and notice and has failed to 
make said cattle guard or causeway or other adequate means of crossing the same either at the 
place designated in said request or any other place on my (plaintiff's) land. I (plaintiff) further 
aver that I am the owner of and own all the following described land situated in county of Keo- 
kuk and State of Iowa, except the strip owned by said corporation (defendant) and used as their 
right of way in operation of their railway, to wit: The west half of the northeast quarter of 
section 27, township 77 north, range 11, west of fifth principal meridian in Keokuk county, Iowa, 
and that said land is situated on both sides of said corporation's (defendant's) right of way and 
railway which runs through said land. I (the plaintiff) further aver that I am personally inter- 
ested therein, and the owner of said* real estate, and that I sustain, and will in the future sus- 
tain, damage by the nonperformance of said duty, and by the failure of the said corporation (de- 
fendant) to make and keep in good repair said cattle guard and causeway or other adequate 
means of crossing the same, being largely Interested in farming and stock raising. That per- 
formance has been demanded by me (plaintiff) and refused and neglected by said corporation 
(defendant); that I (plaintiff) am a farmer and carry on the business of farming and raising 
stock and my said business makes it necessary for me to often cross said corporation's (defend- 
ant's) right of way oftener than daily, and that said cattle guard and causeway is an actual 
necessity as well as a convenience of mine (plaintiff) there being no adequate means of crossing 
said corporation's (defendant's) right of way. That I (plaintiff) have been damaged by the fail- 
ure, neglect and refusal to perform said duty in the sum of five hundred dollars. 

Wherefore, I (plaintiff) move and request the honorable Board to order, and I pray for an 
order commanding the said corporation to forth with make and keep in good repair one cattle guard 
and one causeway, at the place designated in said notice and request of mine (plaintiff) to said 
corporation (defendant) as set out in said Exhibits ' 'A" and ' *B" and made part of this petition, 
and that said corporation (defendant) may be enjoined and restrained from refraining, failing or 
refusing or neglecting the performance of said duty, and that I (plaintiff) have and recover of 
defendant the sum of five hundred dollars with interest and costs of this request. 

Charles E. Root, 

By A. M. Ashcraft, 
Attorney for Charles E. Root. 

To the foregoing the railway company filed an answer as follows: 

Comes now the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company and for answer to the 
complaint or petition of Charles S. Root herein, says : 

First. It admits that it is a railway corporation organized and existing and was operating a 
road as stated in said complaint. 

Second. For further answer it states that it is informed and believe* that the complai ant is 
the owner of about eighty acres of land adjoining the right of way of said railway company : thai 
said railway line divides said eighty acres, about forty acres being on the south side of the track 
and forty acres on the north ; that complainant's dwelling, barn and outhouses are about one 
quarter of a mile north of the track of the said railway company ; that there has been constructed 
and is now maintained over the tracks of the railway company a private crossing at grade, with 
gates and approaches, which crossing is in good condition, and has been so constructed and main- 
tained for a number of years ; that said crowing is so located as that a person at the crossing can 
and does have a clear view of the train for one half of a mile approaching in either direction ; that 
the crossing so constructed and maintained by said railway comDany is entirely adequate and fur- 
nishes to the complainant an adequate means of crossing the right of way and trask of said rail- 
way company ; that a cattle guard or cattle guards would have no tendency whatever to make the 
crossing more adequate, nor furnish to the complainant a more adequate means of crossing the 
said right of way and railway track ; that the present private crossing so constructed and main- 
tained was so constructed at that point at the suggestion of the complainant herein or his grant- 
ors ; that the complainant has never asked that the location of said crossing be changed ; that the 
complainant does not in his written notice ask that there shall be any change in the location of the 
present crossing, and in his complaint admits that there is a private crossing on his farm. 

The railroad company admits that it has declined to construct any cattle guard at this cross- 
ing, and avers that it so declines to construct the same for the reason that a cattle guard would 
not in any manner tend to make the present crossing more adequate, and for the reason that 
there is already a sufficient and adequate crossing across this right of way and track where it 
passes through the land belonging to the complainant. 

Wherefore it asks that the complaint be dismissed. Carroll Wright, 

John I. Dills, 
Attorneys for B. , C. R. & N. R. 
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After due notice the Board fixed November 25, 1902, on the premises, for a 
hearing in this case, at which time and place testimony was introduced by the 
complainant. The railway company introduced no testimony at that time. The 
respondent company was represented by Mr. Carroll Wright, its attorney, and the 
complainant by himself and his attorney, Mr. A. M. Ashcraft. 

At the close of the hearing the Board announced that at a later date, in the 
office of the Board at Des Moines, Iowa, the Commissioners would hear arguments 
of counsel and such further testimony as either party might desire to introduce. 
January 28, 1903, 10 o'clock, a. m. , was fixed as a date for such hearing and due 
notice was given all parties. The complainant appeared by Mr. C. T. Jones, 
attorney, the respondent company being represented by Mr. Carroll Wright, 
attorney. 

The railway company introduced some testimony with reference to the cost of 
building and maintenance of crossings with cattle guards, etc. , and the attorneys 
argued the case before the Board . 

This is a proceeding brought under section 2022 of the Code, to compel the 
building of cattle guards, including wing fences, at private or farm crosings. 

The undisputed facts are that plaintiff is owner of the west half of the north- 
east quarter of section 27, township 77, range 11; that the defendant's railway 
crosses said land in an easterly and westerly direction, having about thirty acres 
on the north side of the right of way and sixty acres on the south side; that his 
farm buildings are on the north side of the right of way; that the plaintiff has a 
grade crossing at a suitable place with adequate gates to approaches thereto. The 
evidence of plaintiff shows that the land is used for general farming purposes , 
including the raising of livestock; that he has at this time seven head of horses, 
including work horses, and seven head of cattle; that his water (well) is on the 
north side of the right of way, and that no effort has been made by him to obtain 
water on the south side of the right of way. The evidence of defendant shows 
that the crossing in question is the kind of crossing that is used generally at farm 
or private crossings in this State; that to put in cattle guards and wing fences as 
asked by petitioner would entail an expense of about sixty dollars for surface 
guards and about eighty dollars for pit guards; that such guards are a menace to 
the safety of employes running trains and to the general public traveling on rail- 
ways . 

The counsel for plaintiff in arguing the case says: "We admit the petitioner is 
not entitled to cattle guards and wing fences as a right, and these must be shown 
to be necessary to the proper use of the premises before the Commission will be 
warranted in ordering them put in." 

Counsel cites Boggs v. Railway, 54 Iowa, 435, and Gray v. Railway, 37 Iowa, 
119, to sustain his contention that cattle guards and wing fences are necessary in 
this case, but in both of these cases the supreme court decides that the plaintiff is 
entitled to an open crossing to reach the public highway , which is not the case in 
this action , as plaintiff has free access to the public highway without crossing de- 
fendant's tracks. 

The location and character of such crossing must be determined with 
due regard for all interests involved in its construction and maintenance,— among 
these are the reasonable use which the land owner desires to make of it, its ex- 
pense, and the effect it will have upon the operation of the railway and the safety 
of life and property. In Truesdale v. Jenson, 91 Iowa, 312, the court says: "The 
land owner caonot dictate the kind of a crossing he will have." 
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There is no question but that crossing the right of way of a railway is in- 
convenient for owners of farms, but private inconvenience must always be sub- 
servient to the public welfare. 

A former Board of Commissioners in its Annual Report Jor 1896, says: 

The experience common to everyone using the railway as a means of travel and the official 
inspection of the roads made by the Commissioners impresses us with the dangers arising from 
the careless and hence criminal neglect to keep closed the gates connected with these farm 
crossings. 

With the kiud of a crossing asked by the plaintiff in this case, the temptation 
to leave the gates opea would be greatly increased. 

We think this plaintiff has a crossing fully equal to the ordinary farm crossing 
in this State; that he has not shown that cattle- guards and wing fences are neces- 
sary to the proper use of the premises as a farm. 

The order is denied . 

The cases of J. B. Flory v. Same, J. IV. Grove v. Same, and J. H. Wagner 
and F. D. Grove v. Same, being of the same character, the testimony introduced 
being practically the same, the arguments made applying to all cases alike, the 
Board makes the same holding with reference thereto. 

Des Moines, Iowa, April 9, 1903. 



No. 2583—1903. 

Before the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa . 

F. H. Long, Manning, 1 

v. I 

Mason City & Fort Dodge Railway f barm Crossin Z- 
Company. j 

Complaint filed October 17, 1902. 

decision of the board. 

F. H. Long, by Attorneys Salinger & Korte, filed a complaint before the 
Board of Railroad Commissioners asking that a hearing be granted to him and an 
order made requiring the Mason City & Fort Dodge Railway company to furnish 
the complainant a private crossing, which complaint is substantially as follows: 

He is the owner of a tract of ninety acres located in the northwest quarter of section 17. 
township 82, range 36, Carroll county, Iowa. Immediately to the south of the southern portion 
of his eaid land lies the incorporated town of Manning, Iowa. On the west and south, one 
firlggp, owns seventy acres, and on the east lies a tract of 100 acres owned by Levan ; all of which 
fully appears by the plat hereto attached as a part hereof and marked Exhibit * 'A. " 

The said respondent has lawfully laid out a right of way whereon to operate its railroad, ad 
said right of way runs diagonally from northeast to southwest, traversing a part of the tracts 
owned by Levan, complainant, and Briggs. Said right of way is 100 feet wide. Before said 
right of way was established and laid out, the stream marked F, O, H, on said plat existed as 
is shown on said plat. At the point where the private road A, B, C, crosses the line of said 
stream, complainant has in the past maintained a bridge, which has been taken out by high 
water, and which he cannot replace without encroaching on said right of way. By reason of the 
establishment of said right of way, a new stream has been created, which is shown on said plat 
by the line D, E. The line A, B, C, found on the plat, shows the location of a private road. 
which complainant has traveled over his own land and to said town for many years, and said road 



Digitized by LjOOQ IC 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 215 

forms his only outlet to said town . By reason of the existence of said right of way, complainant 
can no longer reach all parts of this land, and the said town, by said road, or directly in any 
other way, unless the respondent furnishes him a grade crossing, such as indicated by the double 
blue lines on said plat. 

The said respondent refuses to furnish the said crossing but proposes instead, to furnish one 
such as is designated on the said plat by a parallelogram marked in red lines. 

Your complainant states that the sail proposed crossing is inadequate and would put him 
to great damage and inconvenience; that it would oblige him to leave the said road at the point 
where it crosses the said old stream, to make a new road from said point west, to build a bridge 
over said old stream at the western end of such new road, to make a new road south to the cross- 
ing proposed by respondent, to build a bridge over said new stream, to make a crossing over part 
of respondent's righc of way, to make a new road from the line of said righ!; of way to the old 
road connecting with said old road at a point east of said offered crossing aid south of where the 
said old road intersects the old stream and that this would entail traveling a distance west and 
then returning that distance to the east. That the said crossing which complainant desires i9 
adequate, and proper and practicable and at a reasonable expense ; that said respondent refuses 
to furnish said crossing. 

Wherefore your complainant prays that a hearing may be granted to be held at Manning, 
Iowa, and that your Honorable Body order tho respondent to furnish the said crossing indicated 
on the said plat by said double blue lines. 

Thereupon proper notices were given the railway company with reference to 
such complaint and reply was made thereto by its attorneys, Healy Brothers & 
Kelleher. Subsequent thereto, at Carroll, the matter was presented to the Board 
informally, all interested parties being present, and it was then represented by the 
railway company that they would send the engineer to the premises owned by Mr. 
Long and try to amicably adjust the same. The Board was advised from time to 
time that the railway company was willing and disposed to arrange the matter of 
controversy to the satisfaction of Mr. Long. From subsequent developments the 
Board reached the conclusion that there could not be a satisfactory arrangement 
made between the landowner and the railway company, and after an examination 
of the conditions existing with reference to this controversy the Board reaches the 
conclusion that the railway company shall construct and maintain a proper and 
suitable crossing at the surface grade or at such reasonable elevation as the cir- 
cumstances demand which shall include the construction, by the said railway 
company, of a bridge crossing the Nishnabotna creek, as same is diverted by said 
railway company, with a sixteen-foot roadway at a point commencing on the north 
side of the right of way of the railway company two hundred (200) feet westerly 
of the west line of the private road of Mr. Long, which is now, or before the con- 
struction of the railway was, in use by him; thence at a right angle across the rail- 
way company's right of way to intersect said private road on the south side of the 
railway company's right of way, and said railway company is hereby requested, 
directed and ordered to construct said crossing as herein provided within forty 
(40) days from date hereof. 

Des Moines, Iowa. May 5, 1903. 

I, Dwight N. Lewis, secretary of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of 
the State of Iowa, do hereby certify the attached to be the decision and order of 
the said Board in the case of F. H. Long v. Mason City & Fort Dodge Railway 
Company, made and entered of record this 5th day of May, 1903. 
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No. 2584—1903. 

Before the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa. 



In the matter of Amendment No. 4 to Iowa Ctassification No. 12. 



In this matter notice was issued as follows: 

STATE OF IOWA, 
Board of Railroad Commissioners. 

notice of change and revision of railroad commissioners' classifica- 
tion. 

To whom it may concern: 

Notice is hereby given that in pursuance of law the Board of Railroad Com- 
missioners of the State of Iowa will on Tuesday, May 5, 1903, at 2 o'clock p.m. 
meet at its office in Des Moines, Iowa, for the purpose of making such changes or 
revisions in its classification of freights as it may determine just and reasonable, 
and any and all persons who may be interested therein are invited and requested 
to appear before the Board on that day. 

THE BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS, 

By Dwight N. Lewis, 

Secretary. 
Des Moines, Iowa, April 9, 1903. 

The following changes, among others, have been requested: 

Classification Proposed. 

Feed, including-gluten meal, N. O. S C. L. Corn Tariff Rates. 

Glucose Refuse , N..O. S C. L. E 

Hsh Globes .. . L. C. L. 3 

Sticky Fly Paper L. C. L. 2 

Diamond Vise, boxed 1 L. C . L. 4 

Manila Wrapping Paper At present not rated. 

1 ' Ocean Waves* ' At present not rated . 

Oil Barrels, empty, returned L. C . L. \ 4th class. 

Oil in Barrels L. C. L. 4 

Castor Oil in Barrels, for lubricating purposes L. C.L. 3 

Cereal Products , N. O. S L. C. L. 4 

Wire fence Stretchers (not barbed wire stretchers) at present 
not rated. 

Steel Couches, folded L. C. L. 1* 

Stone (all kinds) , crushed, for roadmaking purposes L. C. L. 4 

C. L. Soft Coal (lump) rates to correct error of 
omission in Amendment No. 3. 

classification of railroads. 

Rearrangement of, on account of change of names, etc. 

Subsequent to the issue of the foregoing notice, the U.N. Roberts Company, 
of l»avenport, Iowa, filed a request with the Board that the following changes 
should be made in Iowa Classification No. 12: 
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1 ' Doors — Common pine, redwood, fir, cypress, or cedar, glazed with other than 
plate, leaded or stained glass, L. C. L. 4." This to follow the Western Classi- 
fication. 

On the day named in the notice the Board met at its office in Des Moines, Iowa, 
and called up the subjects as they appeared in the notice. 

In the matter of feed, including gluten meal, N. O. S. , and glucose refuse, N. 
O. S., the rating asked for by Mr. J. N. Tittemore, general freight agent Iowa 
Central Railway company , was not objected to . 

In reference to fish globes, the Iowa Seed Company, of Des Moines, had sub- 
mitted evidence that in Official classification fish globes are rated same as glass- 
ware, fourth class; that by the Iowa and Western Classification the rate is double 
first class. It was contended on the part of the railway companies that fish globes 
are not shipped by freight in Iowa to any extent and that on the shipments com- 
plained of by the Iowa Seed Company, the Western Classification would apply. 
There being no representative of the Iowa Seed Company at the meeting, although 
notice had been sent that company, this question was passed for further informa- 
tion. 

In the matter of rate asked for on sticky fly paper no objection was entered by 
the railway companies represented . 

It appeared that the Diamond Vise was in reality a vise and anvil combined, 
and no objection was made to the application of Western Classification on such 
articles . 

The subjects of Manila wrapping paper and " ocean waves' 1 were passed as 
rulings had already been made covering these articles. 

In the matter of oil barrels, empty, returned, it was shown by the oil com- 
panies represented at the hearing, that ale, beer, mineral water and porter barrels 
were allowed one-half fourth class rates when being returned for refilling. The 
railway companies represented objected to the one-half fourth class rates being 
given, on the ground that it was too low; that cider and vinegar barrels took 
fourth class rate when being returned, and were less objectionable as frieght than 
the oil barrels, and that the one-half fourth class rate on the barrels referred to 
by the oil shippers had always been regarded as too low by many of the railway 
companies. 

On the subject of oil in barrels objection was made to the rate asked for on the 
ground that it was lower than the rate granted anywhere in the West by railway 
companies; that it would have the effect of reducing the rate all over the West with- 
out any benefit to the consumer, and that the railway companies' revenue should 
not be reduced without some benefit accruing to the consumers. Considerable 
argument was offered on both sides of this proposition. 

On the subject of castor oil in barrels, for lubricating purposes, no objection 
was offered to the rates asked for. 

In the matter of cereal products, N. O. S., no objection was offered to the 
application of Western Classification rates (L. C. L. 4, C. L. 5). 

On the subject of fence stretchers for woven wire fence (not barbed wire 
fence stretchers) no objection was made to the application of the same rating as 
applies on woven wire fence. 

On the subject of steel couches, folded, no objection was made to the rating 
asked for. 

On the subject of stone, as this was merely to supply an omission, no discus- 
sion was had . 
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On the subject of doors, common pine, etc. , no objection was made to the 
amended reading as asked for by the U.N. Roberts Company of Davenport. 

On the subject of amended classifications of railroads, the matter was postponed 
for further consideration . 

There were present, representing the oil shippers, Messrs. G. H. Ruth of 
Marshalltown, G. Collins of Cedar Rapids, and A. J. Andrews of Des Moines. 
The railway companies were represented as follows: Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific Railway company by Mr. R. A. Belding; Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway company by Messrs. R. F. Weeks, Commercial Agent andC. H. Crooks, 
Chief Clerk; Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway company by Messrs. W. B. 
Hamblin, Assistant General Freight Agent, W. H. Hill, Division Freight Agent 
and R. A. Belding, Commercial Agent; Illinois Central Railroad company by 
Mr. W. R Bascom, Assistant General Freight Agent. 

The Board took the matters presented to it under consideration, all members 
being present, and unanimously took the following action: 

Feed, including gluten meal, N. O. S., C. L. , Corn Tariff Rates. 

Glucose refuse, N. O. S., C. L. E. 

Sticky fly paper, L. C. L. 2. 

Anvil and vise, combined, including "Diamond Vise", L C. L. 3. 

Cider, vinegar and oil barrels, returned, L. C. L. one- half fourth class. 

Castor oil, for lubricating purposes, same as lubricating oils, N. O. S. 

Cereal products, N. O. S., in boxes or barrels, L. C. L. 4, C. L. 5. Fence 
stretchers, for woven wire fence, L. C. L. 4, C. L.5. May be shipped with 
woven wire fencing. 

Steel couches, folded, L. C. L one and one-half. 

Stone (all kinds), crushed, for roadmaking purposes, L. C. L. 4, C. L., soft 
coal (lump) rates. 

This to correct error of omission in Amendment No. 3, as per circular 
issued on April 9, 1903; as follows: 

Iowa Board of Railroad Commissioners. 
Circular No. 1 with reference to Iowa Classification No. 12. 
To whom it may concern: 

The Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa in issuing Amend- 
ment No. 3 to Iowa Classification No. 12, taking effect May 10, 1902, inadver- 
tently omitted the following: 

Stone (all kinds) crushed for road building, L. C. L. 4, C. L. Soft coal 
(lump) rates. 

This should have been made a part of item 51, page 85, Amendment No. 3, 
same as shown by Amindmsnt No. 2 to Iowa Classification No. 12, effective De- 
cember 31, 1901. 

The Board of Railroad Commissioners. 
By Dwight N. Lewis, 

Secretary. 
Des Moines, Iowa, April 9, 1903. 

Doors, glazed with other than plate, leaded or stained glass, common pine, 
redwood, cypress, fir, spruce or cedar, L. C L. 4; also sash made of common 
pine, redwood or cypress, glazed with other than plate, leaded or stained glass* 
L. C. L. 3. 
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The Commissioners ordered that the changes above noted should be prepared 
as Amendment No. 4 to Iowa Classification No. 12, to be dated May 5, 1903, 
effective May 26, 1903, and in accordance therewith the following was prepared , 
notice ordered published as required by law, and all railway companies to be fur- 
nished with copies of the Amendment: 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS, STATE OF IOWA. 



AMENDMENT No. 4, TO IOWA CLASSIFICATION No. 12. 
Dated May 5, 1903. Effective May 26, 1903. 
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Articles. 



L. C. L 



Carriers, Empty, Returked : 

Older Barrels, one-half fourth class, L. G. L 

Oil Barrels, one-half fourth chiss, L. O. L 

Vinegar Barrels, one-half fourth class, L. C. L. . 
Cereal Products, N. O. S. , in boxes or barrels 



Feed. N. O. 8., including Gluten Meal and Cereal Poultry 

Fence Stretchers, for woven wire fencing — 

May be shipped with woven wire fencing at same rates. 

Couches, steel folding 

Glucose Refuse, etc. , dry in bulk. C. L 

Anvils and Vises combined, including ' 'Diamond" vise 

Doors, glazed with other than plate, leaded or stained glass : 

Common pine, redwood, cypress, flr, spruce or cedar 

Canceled. 

Sash made of common pine, redwood or cypress, glazed 
with other than plate, leaded or stained glass 
Castor Oil, for lubricating purposes, in tin cans, boxed or in 

tin kegs with flat tops, inclosed in veneer or sheet metal 

jrckets and in barrels, mixed car loads, min. C. L. 

wight 24, 000 lbs 

Fly Pi.per, sticky 

Sto ■■ (all kinds) crushed for road building 

l h :s is to correct error of omission and does not affect 
ruling made by Amendment No. 3. 
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By orde of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa. 

DwroHT N. Lewis, 
Dea Moines, Iowa, May 5, 1908. Secretary. 

The following notice was published as required by law in the Iowa Stat? Reg- 
ister and the Des Moines Capital: 

NOTICE OF CHANGE AND REVISION IN IOWA FREIGHT CLASSIFICATION. 

To whom it may concern: 

Notice is hereby given that the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State 
of Iowa has revised its classification of freights, said revision to take effect May 
26, 1S03, and a copy of the same may be had by applying to the said Board at its 
office in Des Moines, Iowa. 

By order of the Board of Railroad Commissioners. 

D wight N. Lewis, 

Secretary. 
Des Moines, Iowa, May 5, 1903. 
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No. 2585-1903. 

A. M. Wray et al., Kalona, ^| 

v. I 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern | Draina £ e - 
Railway Company . 

Petition filed February 8, 1900. 
Petition in this case was as follows: 
To the Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners: 

The undersigned residents, citizens and land owners, situated at and near Kalona, Washing- 
ton county, Iowa, do hereby make complaint to your honorable body, against the Burlington, 
Oedar Rapids & Northern Railway Company in this, to wit : 

First— These petit oners represent and show that the town of Kalona U built and situated 
about one mile north of English river, upon a wide expanse of comparatively low grounds grad- 
ually rising from said river bmk to the north, and that the only drainage there is for the town of 
Kalona and the country immediately to the west, north and east thereof, is into English river as 
aforesaid ; but that there are no creeks or natural waterways extending through said town of 
Kalona and the territory contiguous thereto, as herein mentioned ; but that all of said area is 
drained into said English river, by and through an artificial ditch, heretofore constructed over 
the north and west of said town of Kalona, down through said town, and then on southward to 
said river. 

Second— That the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company is engaged in the 
operation of a railroad east and west, through the south part of said town of Kalona, and that in 
the construction of its right of way, said railway oompany has established a grade four or five feet 
high over the entire length of said town ; and that said railroad right of way passes over said ditch, 
at or about Shaver street in said city, having constructed and erected thereon an eighteen-foot 
bridge over the said artificial ditch, hereinbefore referred to. 

Third— These petitioners represent to your honorable body that said artificial ditch at one 
time was of such size and capacity that it carried off, on all ordinary occasions, all of the surface 
water from the area which it drained; but that the said eighteen-foot bridge of the said railway 
company was, is and always has been inadequate and too small to permit to pass through it, all 
the water received by said artificial ditch in the drainage aforesaid, even when there was only an 
ordinarily large amount of watsr, arising from the heavy rains or a fast melting of the snow; and 
that on account of the insufficient size of said bridge, the said artificial ditch has become stopped 
and filled with trash, debris, dirt and other substances, so that it no longer has the capacity re. 
quired for the function for which it was constructed ; that for the accomodation of said drainage 
in the proper and lawful way, said bridge should be taken out and a thirty-six foot bridge placed 
there In its stead . 

Fourth— These petitioners state to your honorable body that on account of the defective, in- 
sufflicient capacity and smallness of said bridge of the said railway oompany, the property of 
these petitioners is overflowed in the spring of nearly every year by water coming from the north 
and west, flowing toward the south and backing up and gathering against the road bed of said 
railway company and spreading over their said real estate, and to their great damage and 
injury. 

(223) 
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Fifth —These petitioners farther state that upon application being made for county ditches 
before the board of supervisors of Washington county, Iowa, during the fall and summer of 1899, 
the said Burlington, Oedar Rapids & Northern Railway company, instead of furthering the 
interests of said matter and complying with the law and widening said bridge to the full size re- 
quired for the drainage therein sought to be established, filed a large claim, to wit : One thou- 
sand dollars, with the board of supervisors and refused to enlarge said bridge, except upon pay- 
ment of said sum. And that said matt er is now pending befo e said board of supervisors, on the 
proposition of widening, deepening and clearing ea'd artificial ditch from the trash, debris, dirt 
and other substances therein contained, and that said matter is awaiting the action ot the rail- 
road company in widening the said bridge, for the reason that it would be useless to deepen, 
widen or clean out said ditch, unless said railway bridge is enlarged. 

Tour petitioners have been advised and believe that it is the plain duty of the said railway 
company to enlarge said bridge, so that the same will accommodate all of the water received by 
the aforesaid ditch, in the drainage of the aforesaid area; and that it is not their duty, nor the 
duty of the taxpayers of Washington county, Iowa, or any part or portion thereof, to enlarge 
said bridge, or pay one thousand dollars or any other sum for said purpose. 

Wherefor, these petitioners pray that under and by virtue of the powers vested in you by the 
laws of the State of Iowa, that there be a hearing on this matter ; and that the said Burlington, 
Oedar Rapids & Northern Railway company may be required by an order, duly entered by yonr 
honorable body, commanding said railway company to enlarge said bridge to a thirty-six-foot 
bridge, so that the injuries and damages, which these petitioners have been and are sustaining, 
will cease, und thus your petitioners will ever pray. A. M. Wrav, 

Thomas Brewer. 
J. Wagner, 
and twenty -nine others. 

The petition was taken op with the railway company and on May II, 1900, 
reply was made as follows by Mr. W. P. Brady, general agent: 

Replying to yours of the 9th inst. , I will state that the company -believes that the ditch com- 
plained of in the petition of the people of Ealona, addressed to your honorable Board, is now 
sufficient to take care of all the water that may come to it. 

That if any overflow has occurred in the town of Ealona by reason of such ditch, it was be- 
cause the same was not constructed in a straight manner and kept clean, but on the contrary was 
permitted to be filled with brush and other debris. 

That the railway company protests against the claim that it should change and alter its railroad 
bridge over this ditch, for the reason that the bridge is now sufficient for all practical purposes 
oontempl ited when it was constructed. 

That the bridge in the dear is now eighteen feet wide, which is sufficient for all drainage pur- 
poses, and to take down one abutment of the bridge and enlarge the bridge to the extent the 
petition calls for would entail an expense to the company of over $900. 

The whole trouble in this matter seems to be that the owners of property adjacent to this 
ditch have negligently and carelessly allowed trees and bushes to grow along its tides, and to use 
the bottom of the drain, when water was not running through it, as a dumping ground for tin 
cans and other debris, and that if the brush growing along its sides and the accumulations as 
above described in the bed of the ditch were removed, that there would be ample fiowageroom 
for all water that drains into it, without making any of the changes contemplated, except, per- 
haps, changing the course of the ditch where it winds through property in a very crooked way. 

The Commissioners fixed June 15, 1900, for a hearing. On that date the Com- 
missioners met all parties at Kalona, looked the ground over carefully and heard 
the testimony that was off ered . On July 12th the Commissioners addressed the 
attorney for the petitioners as follows: 

After giving the matter careful consideration, the Commissioners do not feel as though they 
should take any action in this case until the board of supervisors of Washington county 
have acted upon the petition which is before them. If the petition is granted by the supervisors 
and the ditch widened in compliance therewith, then, if the railway company refuses to provide 
the proper drainage under its track, this Commission will take the matter up and do what it can 
to oompel the railway to do its lawful part. The case before this board will await the further 
action of your board of supervisors. 

The Commissioners understand that adjustment was made that was believed 
to be satisfactory to all parties and time has developed that the difficulties have 
been removed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2586-1903. 

J. B. Dennis, Township Clerk, Traer, 1 

v ! 

„ „ m , }• Dangerous highway crossing. 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & North- j 

ern Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed June 4, 1900. 

Complaint in this case was really made by the township trustees through Mr* 
J. B. Dennis, clerk, and is as follows: 

This is to notify you that in Perry township, Tama county, we have a very bad and dangerous 
crossing on the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway, situated about one mile west of 
Traer, known as the Hartshorn crossing. This crossing has always been dangerous, but the 
railroad company has just completed raising its track about eight feet (we are informed) ; this 
additional height makes crossing exceedingly dangerous. The trustees of Perry township ask 
you to please come and look the situation over and decide the question of an underground 
crossing. 

The officials of the Barlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company have looked it 
over and admitted the necessity of an underground sabway, but we have been unable to get them 
to act. We request that you take this needed improvement up with the Burlington, Cedar 
Rapids & Northern folks at once ; we want it done in 1900 if possible. The Burlington, Cedar 
Rapids & Northern stone masons are at Traer now constructing stone piers for crossing for Iowa 
and Western division of the Chicago & North- Western railroad, and maybe they could put this 
subway in after that is completed while men, etc. , are here. 

Yours, 

John Young, 
A. Antrim, 
J. B. Dennis. 

Mr. W. P. Brady, general agent of the respondent railway company, on June 
27, 1900, answered this complaint; also sending file of papers with reference to the 
crossing in question. Mr. Brady's letter is as follows: 

Answering yours of the 5th and 26th inst., I enclose you herewith Burlington, Cedar Rapids 
& Northern Railway highway notice No. 168, known as the Hartshorn undertrack crossing In 
Tama county. A careful reading of all the papers attached to the cover of this notice, I think, 
will inform the board that the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway, at the time its 
grade was raised at this particular highway, was willing to put in an under-track crossing, but 
owing to the difference of opinion as to whether the township trustees, or the board of super- 
visors, were legally authorized to order this improvement ; the former holding that they had the 
necessary authority to deal with the company, which opinion was contrary to that rendered by 
8. K. Tracy, our general solicitor, who held that only highway changes could be made with the 
knowledge and consent of the board of supervisors of the county, the work was not done at the 
time of the process of the reconstruction of our track in this vicinity. I think the Board will 
agree with me in the assertion that it was not the fault of the company that this delay occurred. 
The additional cost of this improvement now, over what it would have amounted to, if the under- 
track crossing had been made at the time of our track changes, is fully $1, 000. I desire now to 
make a proposition to the Board of Supervisors of Tama county, that if they will appropriate that 
sum of money, the company will do all the additional work required to convey this highway 
under its right of way and track at the point it is located in said county. Will you kindly have 
all papers enclosed herewith belonging to our flies returned promptly when they have served 
your purpose? 

The Commissioners, after carefully considering the papers enclosed to them, 
wrote the complainants giving their views in the following manner: 

The Board took this matter up with the railway company and in reply thereto Mr. Brady 
writes the Board on June 27th, copy of which letter is enclosed. Mr. Brady enclosed copy of 
their files In this matter which includes letters and telegrams passing between the represents 
15 
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tive3 of the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company, the township trustees, etc 
From careful examination of these papers it seemed to the Board that the company agreed to 
construct an under-grade highway crossing eleven feet high in the clear and sixteen feet wide in 
the clear, without expense to the county, and that if the county desired greater head-room It 
would be provided for them at actual expense. It appears, however, that your county board of 
supervisors took no action with reference to this proposition and the company, of course, went 
on with the construction of its embankment. 

The Commissioners are partial to either under-grade or overhead highway cro sings where- 
ever they can be constructed. In this connection we quote you from the Commissioners* report 
to the Governor submitted last December, which is still in the hands of the printer: 

HIGHWAY FARM OROSS1NOS. 

' 'There has been within the last year a number of complaints against the railways, occasioned 
in some oases by the change of grade? thereon, where the same orosses the public highway. In 
some instances before the change of grade, the public crossing would have been considered rea- 
sonably safe as a grade crossing. After the change such crossings were hazardous and danger- 
ous. There has been more or less contention on the part of public authorities having charge of 
the supervision of public highways, with regard to the meaning and construction to be given the 
decisions of the supreme court, wherein it has held that a railway company, where it crosses a 
public highway, should leave such crossing in the same or as good condition as it was before the 
construction of the railway. It has been claimed in most of the cases, on the part of the public 
authorities, that the rule laid down by the court requires of and makes it the duty of the railway/ 
company to remove any and all obstructions which in any wise prevent the view of approaching 
trains, whether the same is caused by the natural conditions and topography of the oountry, or 
otherwise, and whether the same may be caused by deep cuts and excavations. The question is 
an important one and is becoming more so each year, as increased speed and the number of trains 
render such crossings more hazardous and dangerous. This question should receive the careful, 
prompt and effective action of the law makers, if additional legislation may be found necessary to 
fully protect the public and railways against this increased hazard and risk. It involves the lives 
of the t raveling public upon both the railways and the highways, as well as the employes and 
property of the railway companies. " 

In this case the Commissioners would suggest that if possible there should be at least twelve 
feet head room at this crossing. 

Touching the matter of the authority of the board of supervisors and township trustees over 
highways: The Commissioners have universally held, following the Code and decisions of the 
courts, that the board of supervisors was the only authority having jurisdiction over county 
roads. And in case you desire to bring this case properly before the Railroad Commissioners 
your board of supervisors should take some definite action with reference to what the county 
wants the railway company to do at this crossing. 

The Commissioners believe this will indicate to you their position in matters of this 
kind. 

Considerable correspondence ensued and finally on September, 19, 1900, after 
due notice, the Commissioners met the parties on the ground, viewed the prem- 
ises and took all testimony that was offered . 

The resolutions that the company proposed should be passed by the board of 
.supervisors of Tama county and which said county refused to accept, were as 
follows. 

Whereas, The Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company has submitted a 
proposition to build, at the expense of the company, an underground crossing at a point one mile 
northwest of Traer, known as Hartshorn crossing, said underground crossing to be sixteen (10) 
feet in the clear in width and eleven (11) feet in the clear in height, and in addition to the above 
to so construct said underground crossing as to afford a clear height of twelve (12) feet, provided 
and on oondition that the county of Tama assume the expense for such additional bottom foot, at 
the bottom of the masonry of stonework and excavation ; therefore be it 

Resolved, By the county board of supervisors, acting for said county of Tama, that it hereby 
accepts the above proposition of the said Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway com- 
pany, and 

Resolved* That the said Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company, In consid- 
eration of the construction of the underground crossing, as above set forth, be and is hereby 
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released from all obligation to maintain a grade crossing or other crossing at said point, and said 
crossing is hereby accepted as sufficient in dimension, in construction, width and height ; and 

Resolved, That the said Burlington, Oedar Rapids & Northern Railway company, in consid- 
eration of the construction of said underground crossing, at said point, be hereby and is released 
from all other claims for damages of whatsoever nature, arising from the construction and main- 
tenance of said underground crossing at said point. 

On Juno 2, 1902, the Board addressed the following to Mr. J. B. Dennis which 
sets forth the views of the Commissioners upon matters above: 

Replying to your favor of November 80th, we have to advise you that the Board is clearly of 
the opinion that the ' 'release" which the railway company inserted in the resolution which it was 
desired should be adopted by the board of supervisors of Tama county, only referred to dam- 
ages which might occur by reason of the construction of underground crossings to the county, 
and in nowise could the board of supervisors release claims which individuals might have by rea- 
son of the construction of underground crossings by the company. The Commissioners further 
believe that it was the intention on the part of the railway company to have the resolution con- 
sidered as a release of any such claims as the county might have by reason of such undercrosslngs, 
and if the company's attention is called to that particular part of the resolution, we believe the 
company will make it plain by inserting therein whatever may be necessary, in conformity to the 
construction given by the Board herein. 

Nothing was heard from the matter until April 29, 1902, when Mr. bennis wrote 
the Board asking whether the Board could not do something for them. In response 
the Board inquired of Mr. Dennis whether the county board of supervisors had 
made any efforts to adjust the matter since their letter to him, copy of which has 
been set out. Mr.. Dennis again wrote the Board on May 1st asking the Commis- 
sioners what should be done. The Commissioners undertook again to bring about 
a settlement of the case but from correspondence furnished the Commissioners it 
seemed that the county hoard of supervisors would do nothing, and as that body 
has exclusive jurisdiction over highways, the Commissioners could carry the case 
no further. Inasmuch as the county board of supervisors must act in all cases in 
reference to the establishment and maintenance of highways, this Board does not 
presume to act in such matters until the county board requests their interference 
and makes statement of what is desired . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2587—1903. 

S. L. Austin, Sutherland, 1 

~ « ^ V * w f* Station at Waterman Siding, 

Chicago & North- Western 

Railway Company . I 

Petition filed June 26, 1900. 

This case was presented to the Board by petition and reqiest of Mr. S. L. Austin and others, 
asking for a station between Sutherland and Peterson, at Waterman Biding. It was represented 
that a great number of people would be accommodated ; that the stations of Sutherland and 
Peterson were ten miles apart, etc. , etc. 

Other citizens in that locality filed a petition remonstrating against any station being estab- 
lished at the point in question for the following reasons, as given by the petitioners : 

The distance between Peterson and Sutherland, both cities being on said railroad, is only 
eight miles. 

The people that would be served by the establishment of a station at Waterman, are now 
well served by the station both at Peterson and Sutherland, Waterman Siding being distant from 
either city above mentioned only about four miles, as the map or a true plat will show you. 
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The establishment of a station at Waterman Siding will serve only to seriously cripple busi- 
ness interests, both at Peterson and Sutherland; nor will it serve any business interests at 
Waterman Siding other than to give three or four farmers a mile or two shorter haul when they 
wish to market grain ; we further beg to represent that there are now three grain elevators and 
Arms at Peterson and at Sutherland, two new elevators having been built at great expense 
Peterson during the season of 1899. 

We further represent that the highways and bridges between said cities are in excellent 
condition. * 

Therefore feeling that we cannot sacrifice the business interests of the many to the mere con- 
venience of the very few, we hereby most earnestly and pointedly remonstrate and to your 
business judgment now appeal. 

In answer to this Mr. W. A. Gardner, general manager of the Chicago & 
North- Western Railway company, replied as follows: 

We have made a very thorough investigation. It is true that when this sidetrack was first 
constructed we did leave some cars there, but a very unpleasant experience, where somebody let 
off the brakes and a car got out on the main line, caused us to issue an order that the track might 
only be used for passing trains after that date. The grade, at the point mentioned, is twenty- 
six feet to the mile, and were we to establish a station between Sutherland and Peterson, 
we certainly would be obliged to select some other locality, where business might be transacted 
without peril. The track was put in originally on account of the long hill wot bound, and 
should only be allowed to remain there for the purpose of passing trains. I think you are well 
satisfied that there is no necessity for the company to establish another at that point. 

The Board had this case under consideration for a long time. A large amount 
of correspondence passed between the complainants, the railway company and the 
Commissioners, conferences were held with the parties to the case and the local 
conditions investigated by a member of the Board . Under all the facts presented 
the Commissioners did not feel warranted in making any order in the case although 
effort was made to have the station established as requested by Mr. Austin. The 
complainant insisted upon some definite statement from the Board with reference 
to their opinion in the case, and in compliance therewith the Commissioners wrote 
Mr. Austin as follows: 

Commissioners have again had the matter of station at Waterman Siding up with the railway 
company and owing to the grades, the distance to other stations, etc., the railway company 
absolutely declines to establish a station there at this time. 

In what U known as the Leslie case, our State supreme court questioned the authority of the 
Board to either locate stations or order the maintenance of stations already located, and in that 
particular case declared the Commission had no authority to act. The Leslie case is apparently 
a much stronger case than yours so that the Board feels that it would be useless at this time to 
attempt to compel the railway company to make Waterman Siding a station. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2588—1903. 

B. B. Trout, Reasoner, 1 

Chicago, Rock iIland & Pacific Rail- \ Underbade crossing 
way Company. j 

Complaint filed July 2, 1900. 

Mr. B. B. Trout wrote the Board that "the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific 
Railway company is going to fill up the trestle work across the Skunk river here 
and my land lies both above and below the track. When the river is out of its 
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banks now it raises the water a foot higher above the track and floods the land 
above. There is hardly room enough now, and if they fill what they have staked 
off it will raise the water three feet higher and flood the whole country . There are 
several others interested the same as I am , and we want you to come and view the 
location and put a stop to it as they are going to commence work soon." 

Immediately upon receipt of this the Board took the case up with the railway 
company and wrote Mr. Trout as per the following: 

It may be said in a general way that the railroads in the State wherever possible, are filling all 
trestles, thereby making their roadbeds more secure and much safer for the traveling public. In 
this the railway companies should be encouraged, as a trestle is universally regarded as an 
element of serious danger in the operation of a railroad. However, in doing such work in the 
way of permanent improvement, unless suitable and sufficient waterway is left in the embank- 
ment, the railway company is liable in heavy damages to those whose property is injured there- 
by—in fact if Buch embankment will undoubtedly cause backwater, the railroad company may be 
enjoined from so constructing it. This Board would have no authority to enjoin the company 
from constructing the embankment in question, and your proper remedy is a restraining order 
issued by a court of competent jurisdiction. However, the attention of the railway company will 
be nailed to your complaint at once and it is hoped the matter will be adjusted without the neces- 
sity of legal action. Tou will be kept advised of the result of this action on the part of the Board. 

The Commissioners understood that the complainant was satisfied that the 
work being done there was for the best interests of all concerned and no further 
action was taken . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2589-1903. 

N. B. Wilson, Linn Junction, "1 

Chicago. Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- [ dangerous highway crossing. 
way Company. J 

Complaint filed October 8, 1900. 

The complaint in this case was that a crossing, known as the Buffalo crossing, 
on the Robertson road, was a dangerous one and should be made an overhead 
crossing; that at the instance of the Commissioners an alarm bell had been put in 
at the crossing about two years previous, but this alarm bell was not a success. 
The company replied that an overhead crossing at this point would cost $2,200; 
that they would replace the unsatisfactory bell with one that would be all right . 
Some months later Mr. Wilson wrote the Board that the bell was not satisfactory, 
and the Commissioners again called General Manager Williams' attention to this, 
but Mr. Williams wrote the Board on April 5, 1901, as follows: 

In view of the statements that had been made as to the large amount of traffic passing over 
this crossing, I had a man stationed there for four days— March 26th, 27th, 28th and 29th— and his 
record shows there was an average of seven teams and twelve foot passengers per day passing 
over this crossing. 

Our superintendent met fifteen or twenty men who live in that vicinity, at a school meeting, 
and asked if any of them had ever seen a train passing when the bell did not ring, and there was 
not a man who could say that he had. 

The bell is working in first-class shape. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1908. 
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No. 2590-1903. 

S. W. Gibson, Monmouth, | 

v. I n 

Chicago & North- Western Railway f 
Company. j 

Complaint filed May 3, 1900. 

The complaint in this case was that the railway company in bridging a creek 
about a mile east of the town of Monmouth did not leave space enough to allow 
the water to get through properly, causing it to back up and overflow the town. 
It was stated that the water never overflowed the land where the town is until after 
the railroad was built and would not now if the company had left sufficient water- 
way. It was further stated that the town was started in 1856, and this particular 
part of the town was never known to be flooded until 1876, which was soon after 
the construction of the railroad . 

The complaint was taken up with the railway company and Mr. W. A. Gard- 
ner, general manager, made reply as follows: 

We have caused this matter to be carefully investigated, and find thai Mr. Gibson's complaint 
is net traceable to any fault of ours, but on the contrary appears to be due to the fact that the city 
ditch on East street became filled with snow and ice last winter, causing the surface drainage to 
flow over Mr. Gibson's land. Our Fection foreman called attention of the city authorities to this 
fact at the time and the ditch was cleaned out by them, since which time there has been very little 
trouble to Mr. Gibson's land . What Mr. Gibson wishes us to do is to extend ditch north of track 
to a fourteen-foot pile bridge about 600 feet east, eliminating a twelve foot pile bridge between 
the points. Frpm this it will be observed that instead of our embankment causing him trouble, 
he wishes it made more complete to serve as a dam to divert water further east. If his wishes in 
this direction were carried out it would at once call forth complaints from other land owners. 

Subsequent to this complaint and answer above, the Commissioners had a 
vast amount of correspondence with the above company and the complainant and 
it developed that the city council and the mayor of Monmouth refused to have any- 
thing to do with the question and the Commissioners went to Monmouth on Decem- 
ber 11th to make personal observations and hear such statements as the parties 
might desire to make. At this hearing the Commissioners requested that the 
county surveyor make tracings showing level of the water ' 'over and beyond 900 
feet below the North-Western railroad company's pile bridge up into Monmouth " 
This was done and the tracings filed with the Board. After the commissioners 
had examined these tracings, gone over the affidavits filed and examined the cor- 
respondence, they advised the complainant that the railroad bridge has a greater 
capacity by three times than the natural water channel 200 feet below the said 
bridge and that the banks of the creek are eight to ten feet high below the bridge. 
The county surveyor's tracings show that the railroad would have to be submerged 
several feet before the water would back upon the Gibson lots. Under this show- 
ing! by his own county surveyor, it would be somewhat difficult for the Board 
to justify an order compelling the reconstruction of the railroad bridge. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2591-1903. 

H. D. Loop, Traer, 

~ „ ^ ™ n \ Fat m crossing. 

Chicago & North-Wbstern Railway j 

Company. J 

Complaint filed June 8, 1900. 

This was a request that farm crossing be provided with cattle guards and wing 
fences. In answering this complaint Mr. B. C. Carter, chief engineer of the rail- 
way company, addressed the board as follows: 

Your letter of the" 9th addressed to our general manager regarding farm crossing of H. D. 
Loop of Traer, Tama county, Iowa, has been referred to me for answer. I will advise that while 
going over the new line from Belle Plaine to Mason City last week the general manager, fourth 
vice president and myself stopped on the ground and examined this particular crossing. For your 
Information, I will state that the crossing is well constructed, that the approaches are exception- 
ally easy, there being no difficulty as regards their use on that account, and that it was the com- 
bined judgment of the manager, fourth vice president and myself that we have supplied all the 
conveniences that Mr. Loop is justified in demanding of us. 

I suppose that the Commissioners would not for a moment entertain the idea of having an open 
crossing without gates. Any such crossing, as you are fully advised, would be a most serious 
threat of danger in operation of the road, and might at any time cause a most serious accident 
and loss of life. The supreme court of your State, as you also know, has expressed itself against 
such open crossings under other than extraordinary circumstances. If the request of Mr. Loop 
Is, however, foraorossing with gates, as well as wing fences and cattle guards, the objection is 
much the same. We have found that farmers are very apt to leave their gates open,, and that this is 
•till more apt to occur when there are wing fences and cattle guards at the crossing. The very 
fact that gates were to be established at the crossing would indicate the impropriety of having an 
open crossing, and yet practically a crossing with gates is, under the ciroumstances, apt to 
reduoeto an open crossing through the carlessness or preference of the farm owner in having his 
gates left open. We have had several instances in which we have been compelled to resort to 
Injunction suits for the purpose of restraining farmers from leaving their gates open, even where 
there were no wing fences and cattle guards ; and the temptation to a farmer to leave his gates 
open is of course much greater where wing fences and cattle guards exist. Suoh a consideration 
as this' is entitled, you will agree, to the greatest weight, for anything that imperils the safe 
operation of a railroad ought not for a moment to be tolerated ; and the question is not whether 
a few cattle from time to time be killed at this crossing, but whether some day (however infre- 
quently), a train may be derailed and injury done to human beings. It is to be remembered that 
such a matter as this is to be treated and determined not merely by itself, but with careful refer- 
ence to its influence as a precedent or example ; and nothing could be more unfortunate as 
respects the safe operation of a railroad than the multiplication of crossings where stock will 
practically be passing at random, and when they are not in charge of the owner. Any order that 
you may make requiring the gates to be kept closed, and cattle to pass only in charge of an 
attendant, will practically at many times and at many places come to naught, through inatten- 
tion to it because of carelessness or choice. The truth is that the existence of cattle guards and 
wing fences is apt to increase the danger instead of lessening it because of the greater temptation 
to the farm owner to leave his gates open. 

The Commissioners had this case up with the railway company for some time 
and it is the understanding of the Board that the matter was finally adjusted to 
the reasonable satisfaction of all. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2592-1903. 



M. van Domsblaar, Pel la, i 

V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway Company. 



■ Farm crossing. 



Complaint filed September 12, 1900. 

Complaint in this case was as follows: 

Your petitioner respectfully represents that he is a citizen of the United States and resident 
of the State of Iowa; that his postofflce address is Pella, Iowa; that he is the owner of the north 
one-half of the northwest one-quarter of section 28, township 76, north of range 17 wf st, Mahaska 
county, Iowa ; that said tract is used for pasturing purposes ; that the Keokuk branch of the Chi- 
cago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company angles across said land, and that railway bridge 
Number 248 is on said premises ; that same is an open bridge allowing stock to pass to and fro 
under said bridge; that the water for stock is on one side thereof, and that the company have for 
years funished him with the necessary passageway for stock ; that said company is now filling in 
its bridges and piping same; that petitioner has caused letters to be written to the superin- 
tendent of bridges of said railway company asking in a kindly manner to leave an opening under- 
neath the bridge for the use of stock ; that the replies thereto are hereto annexed, and marked 
Exhibits "A" and "0" ; that the proposition contained therein Exhibit "A" was by your petitioner 
declined—see Exhibit "B" ; that thereupon Exhibit "C" was received and that diplomatic rela- 
tions now seem to be disrupted ; that your petitioner now respectfully asks your honorable body 
to investigate this matter and grant such relief as you may consider just and equitable. Peti- 
tioner further states that unless speedy action be taken the bridge may be filled up, and he be de- 
prived of part of his pasture. 

The complaint was laid before the officials of the railway company and a mem- 
ber of the Board visited the premises and took the statements of the complainant 
and others. The railway company made a proposition to put in the cattle-pass if 
the complainant would pay the additional cost of same over the cost of the iron 
pipe which was all that would be necessary for drainage purposes at that point. 
The company further offered to bear a portion of the additional expense involved, 
but insisted that if Mr. van Domselaar wanted the crossing under-grade he should 
be willing to pay a portion of the expense. This proposition the complainant 
declined. The company thereupon agreed to put in grade crossing at any rea- 
sonable place selected by the complainant. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2593—1903. 



M.S. Helland, Slater, "| 

v. ' 

Chicago & North-Western Railway \ Gmditiam of station grounds . 

Company. J 

Complaint filed October 5, 1900. 

This complaint was with reference to the condition of depot building, but 
more particularly with reference to proper drainage of station grounds. 

A small depot is used by the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul and Chicago & 
North-Western Railway companies as a joint station at Slater and the Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul maintains another depot nearer the business part of town. 
The Chicago & North-Western Railway company claimed that inasmuch as they 
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maintain a depot and shipping point at SheldahL, but one and one half miles 
away, with good roads, they could not be compelled to maintain more than a 
convenience for passengers changing cars. 

With reference to the subject of drainage Mr. W. A. Gardner, general man- 
ager, wrote the Board as follows: 

As to the matter of drainage, we hare spent quite a little time and money, going into this 
thoroughly. When this town was plotted, the persons interested cat a ditch outside of our right 
of way from about where the dopot is located south for several hundred feet. This ditch for at 
least one thousand feet is outside of our right of way entirely and some people have been 
endeavoring to persuade us to put in a sewer, lowering the same so as to draw off all the water. 
Levels that have been taken show that the natural drainage for water is toward the southeast, 
and away f r om the artificial ditch which was opeued. We have taken care of our own property 
by putting in cinders and filling up. I do not know of any reason why we should undertake to 
put in a system of drainage at Slater outside of our own property. If the city goes ahead and 
does something there in general, we will of course be pleased to negotiate with them with the 
Idea of conforming to their views, but the first thing for them to do is to employ some first- 
ola$8 drainage engineer who will direct their minds and energies in the proper direction. 

At a later time the excess of water was taken care of and the conditions made 
as comfortable as possible with the present depot building. It was intimated to 
the Board that the companies were trying to agree on plans for a new depot 
building. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2594—1903. 

In the matter of drainage of Waverly station grounds on the Chicago Great West- 
ern Railway. 

On November 14, 1900, the Commissioners called the attention of the Chicago 
Great Western Railway company to the lack of proper drainage for their station 
grounds at Waverly. A proposition was made by the company with reference to 
taking care of excess of water and so far as the Board was concerned the case 
closed without prejudice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1. 1903. 



No. 2595—1903. 
P. Hutchinson, Hampton, 1 



v. ! Condition of depot and conduct of agents and opera- 

Chicago Great Whstkrn | tors. 
Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed February 28. 1901. 

The Commissioners in this matter addressed the' following letter to the general 
management of the Chicago Great Western Railway company: 

With reference to the method and manner of the conduct of business on the Chicago Qreat 
Western Railway over what is known as the Waverly and Hampton branch. Within the last 
sixty days there have been many complaints made with reference to the treatment which the 
public has received over this branch upon what is known as your freight trains. This matter has 
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been investigated by the Board sufficiently to satisfy it that many things might be done upon 
this branch that would better the service and would not greatly inorease the expense of operating 
trains thereon. These freight trains undoubtedly carry more passengers than your passenger 
trains, owing to their time along the line being more favorable to accommodate local traffic. 
This fact is considered by the Board in making an investigation of this train service. If the 
freight trains did not carry passengers it might become necessary for the railway company to 
put on an additional passenger train upon this branch to acoommodate the traveling public, and 
the Board cannot see why that should be necessary if some consideration is given to the passenger 
traffic and not treat these trains as carrying freight and nothing else. 

On frequent occasions passengers reaching the stations along your line desiring to take pas- 
sage on these freight trains are oompelled to remain at your station all the way from one to six 
and seven hours. 

It will not be contended on the part of the Board that a freight train should at all times be 
operated upon its schedule time, and the fact that this is a freight train is taken Into considera- 
tion in presenting this subject to you, but there should be a reasonable limit and where nothing 
unforeseen occurs, the Board cannot see why these freight trains should be constantly and 
uniformly late from one to seven hours— unless the company is attempting to do more with this 
orew and freight train than is ordinarily required of similar crews. If this crew cannot handle 
the freight under ordinary conditions, then would it not be better to put on an extra freight 
train say two or three times during the week in order to assist in keeping the traffic dear upon 
this branch? 

On the 9th of this month one of the Commissioners made a personal inspection and investiga- 
tion of the method and manner of the operation of this train and as far as possible ascertained the 
cause for complaint. On this day there were on an average about twenty passengers upon this 
train. It reached Sumner somewhat late but nothing more than might reasonably be expected of a 
freight train. After reaching Sumner the chief train dispatcher, without taking into consideration 
the fact that this train was carrying passengers as well as freight, and that without the privilege 
of riding upon this train other trains would have to be provided for such passengers, required the 
crew after its arrival at Sumner to take a carload of stock to Oelwein. Upon its return the engine 
became disabled and caused somewhat of an additional delay, but not a serious one. This orew 
was required to return from Oelwein which it did about eight or nine o'clock that evening, then 
had to make up its train, and succeeded in making its departure sometime after ten o'clock. The 
work required of this crew on that occasion, and they were diligent and occasioned no delay on 
account of any conduct on their part, in traveling twenty-eight miles consumed a little over three 
hours. The Board is not familiar with the time of its arrival at Hampton, but it undoubted ly did 
not reach there until four or five o'clock in the morning. 

This has been going on during a large part of the month of February, and a good deal of the 
time during the month of January, and it is the opinion of the Board that this matter can be very 
easily adjusted and disposed of, and it may be stated that this Board is opposed to the conduct of 
the chief dispatcher in wholly disregarding the rights of the traveling public upon this train. 
Unless his authority in this matter is restricted, or he takes into consideration the rights of the 
traveling public as well as of the freight, some action may be required of this Board respecting 
the same 

It wonld occur to the Board that where a car of stock is late at Sumner, and that car has to be 
transferred from Sumner to Oelwein, Oelwein being the end of a division where a large number 
of engines, engineers and conductors are kept, that it would be much better for an engine »™* 
crew to go to Sumner from Oelwein and take the car of stock back to Oelwein, than to discom- 
mode a hundred different persons from Sumner to Hampton from four to seven and eight hoars 
in reaching their destination. We only make this as a suggestion ; there may be substantial 
objections why this could not be done. The Board must insist, however, upon the train dis- 
patcher exercising his authority over the trains over this branch with a view to the comfort and 
convenience of the large number of passengers upon this branch, as well as the freight, and thai 
the rights of the passengers should not be ignored and entirely disregarded by any employee of 
this or any other railway company. 

The Commissioners trust that this matter will receive your prompt attention and that they 
may receive a favorable reply, to the extent, at least, of having a thorough investigation made of 
the traffic upon this freight train upon the Waverly and Hampton branch. 

The Board has written several employees asking them for certain information, and with but 
one exception those who did reply said they had referred the matter to Mr. Kelly, superintend- 
ent, but thus far we have had no communication from him with reference to the matter, neither 
has there been any change in the operation of these freight trains. 
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The railway company assured the Board that a thorough investiga ion would be 
made and such instructions issued as would prevent such occurrences in the future. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2596-1903. 

In the matter of additional train service on the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. 
Paul Railway between Marion and Council Bluffs. 

In April, 1901, the Commissioners received petitions requesting that an ad- 
ditional train be ordered on the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway between 
Marion and Council Bluffs. At a later date the matter was again presented through 
a committee of traveling men, Messrs. H. H. Smith, C.N. Bragg, and T. N. 
Langan. The Commissioners made a personal investigation of the matters com- 
plained of and had a conference with the officials of the railway company which 
resulted in the running of the train already scheduled on better time with privilege 
of checking baggage on additional train and as this satisfied the committee of 
traveling men who were most desirous of these privileges , the case was closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



I 

• Petition for restoration of coal switch. 



No. 2597-1903. 

Robbrt M. Tait, Mystic, *) 

v. 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 

Complaint filed June 26, 1901. 

The complainant in this case stated that in 1893 the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. 
Paul Railway company granted to the Iowa Block Coal company a coal switch or 
site to the mine of said coal company. The switch is located about one and one 
half miles east of the depot at Mystic and was in use and operation almost contin- 
uously to the spring of 1898 when the Iowa Block Coal company went out of busi- 
ness. In 1901 the frog was removed and now a Mr. Beggs desires to use the 
switch, as he expects to open the mine. 

The complaint was laid before the railway company and Mr. H. R. Williams, 
general manager, set forth the position of the company in the following letter : 

Referring to the complaint of Robert M. Tait of Mystic, in reference to a side track that he 
wante for a coal mine : I am sorry that the papers became mislaid, resulting in delaying my 
reply. 

It is a fact that in 1898 we did furnish a track at this location for the Iowa Block Goal com- 
pany ; this with the expectation that it would develop into a large producer of ooal. 

The location of the switch is on a sharp curve. It is really a dangerous place and the switch 
ought never to have been located there. At the time, however, our Kansas City division was not 
a very important line and the location of switches was not, perhaps, as carefully considered as it 
might have been. 

This switch was operated until about 1838, when the Iowa Block Ooal company passed out of 
existence and the switch was removed. 

In view of the fact that we are now building a cut-off from Muscatine to Rutledge, thereby 
shortening our line and making it possible for us to compete for the Kansas Oity passenger busi- 
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noes, we shall upon completion of this cut-off, establish fast passenger service between Chicago 
and Kansas City. 

I dislike very maoh to introduce any new elements of danger on this line, snch as we think b 
switch would be if furnished in this vicinity for the accomodation of Mr. Beggd. 

The Commissioners advised Mr. Tatt of the position of the company and as the 
policy of the Board has been against the placing of switches connecting with the 
main line where there is no agent to have charge of same, the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2598-1903. 
P. M. O'Brien, Letts, 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul ^ ^^ergrade farm crossing. 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed September 18, 1901. 

Complaint in the case was as follows: 

I am a resident and landowner of Muscatine county and own the southeast quarter of section 
17, township 76, ranged. The new short line of the Chicago, Milwaukee ft St. Paul Railway, 
from Muscatine to Ottumwa passes through my land a distance of over three fourths of a mile, 
passing my feed lots and close to hay barracks and water supplies, and by the survey and report 
of the employes, will cause a fill of eighteen feet at this point, near feed lots, water, etc. I have 
on hand now sixty head of fat cattle and some stockers. I keep on hand on an average yearly, 
from sixty to seventy-five head, and I ask the railway company to take steps to secure me an 
undergrade crossing at this point. The right of way man said if I would settle with him for 
damages, that I could appeal to the Railway Commissioners and president of the railway, and 
that was all the way I could secure an under-crossing, and he assured me, on the honor of a 
man, that my settlement with him would be no bar to my proceedings through the Commission 
and the president of the road. 

Now, I ask that you proceed at once, as I am in the business of raising and feeding stock, 
and it will be Impossible for me to handle my stock in safety to myself or the traveling public. 

The complaint was laid before the railway company and the following corre- 
spondence was filed by the officers of the company, explaining the situation: 

Muscat ins, Iowa, September 27, 1901. 
A. G. Bakes, Esq., Division Engineer, Washington, Iowa: 

Dear Sir,— Yours with copy of letter of P. M. O'Brien to Railway Commissioners, received. 
I am amazed that Mr. O'Brien should take the position that he does in view of the conditions I made 
with him when I secured the right of way, and in face of the conditions plainly stated in the deed 
and very clearly explained to him at the time. 

Ton doubtless remember being present when I made the settlement, and also remember that I 
told him distinctly that I could not grant him an under crossing. I did, however, tell him that 
if he would agree to aooepl a sum at least $000 less than 12, 200 (the amount I paid him), you and I 
would submit the matter of an underground crossing to the chief engineer. His daughter, who 
was present, told him to take all the money he could get, and not to insist upon the under cross- 
ing. He followed her advice and I drew the deed accordingly. I herewith enclose a copy of the 
conditions contained in the deed that Mr. O'Brien signed, after the same was read and explained 
to him. You will note that he expressly waives all further right to orossings. 

1 hereby enclose O'Brien's letter and papers attached. 

Very truly, 

Gk M. Titus. 
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Washington, Iowa, September 30, 1901. 
Mr. D. J. Whittbmorb, Chief Engineer : 

Drab Sib, —Referring to the attached papers relating to request of Mr. P. O'Brien of Musca- 
tine county, for an nnderorosslng on hia farm, I beg to submit the following report with map and 
profile attached. 

The new line of the Rutledge-Muscatlne extension Is located serosa the southeast qusrter and 
east half of southwest quarter, section 17, township 76, range 8, Muscatine county, Iowa, and said 
land is owned by Mr. P. O'Brien. 

The railway line divides the owner's land in nearly equal parts north and south. 

At a point eighty- eight feet north of station 588x50 is located his well and windmill, south of 
center line are his feed lots, etc . 

The water way shown on map and profile at station 588 is a dry run, and drains about sixty 
acres. We propose to construct a timber culvert 8 feet 4 inches by 4 feet, at qtation 583, to be 
r eplaced later by a £ 088 iron pipe. It is considered that this opening is sufficient for the natural 
drainage. Reference to the profile and map will show location of grade crossing agreed to and 
entered in deed executed by Mr. O'Brien. I was present when deed was made by Mr. Titus and 
signed by Mr. O'Brien, and heard the discussion in regard to undercrossing. The undercrossing 
was claimed by Mr. O'Brien and as stated by Mr. Titus in letter attached, he preferred to accept 
12,200 rather than have a proposition submitted to you for the construction of an undercrossing 
and $1, 600 for right of way. 

Both Mr. Titus and I told Mr. O'Brien that we had no authority to grant an undercrossing. 

Reference to profile will show that the grade crossings accepted by Mr. O'Brien are favorably 
located, and easy of access, and in both instances nearly at the grade line. Location of same is 
at the points named by Mr. O'Brien. 

Yours truly, 

A. G. Baker, 

Division Engineer. 

Accompanying the foregoing was a letter from General Manager Williams to the 
Board, in which he said: 

I enclose herewith a blue print of the situation, together with a statement from our right of 
way agent, Titus, and our division engineer, Mr. A. G. Baker ; also a copy of the right of way 
deed which was given by Mr. O'Brien after a full and fair understanding of all of its conditions. 

I believe these papers will give you all of the information necessary and convince you that his 
claim for an under crossing should not be considered. 

At a subsequent date, a member of the Board had a conference with Mr. 
O'Brien, at which the situation was gone over. It seems that the deed given by 
the complainant to the railway company contained the following stipulations: 

The above grant is upon condition that the said company shall construct and maintain a farm 
grade crossing at about station 625 as shown by the survey. Also a farm grade crossing at or 
about station 585. 

And said grantor for himself and for his heirs and assigns, covenants and agrees that said 
grant is upon no other consideration than that named herein ; that neither said railway company 
nor its agents have made any agreement, promise or condition, verbal or written, for or relating 
to any crossing, passageway, or other privilege, over, across or under said railway, and that all 
right thereto shall be only as herein stated. 

Under the circumstances and conditions surrounding this case, the Board did 
not believe they would have a right to make an order for under grade farm cross- 
ing and closed the case without prejudice. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2599-1903. 

Erick Erickson, Pickering, 1 

v. (• Fat m crossing . 

Iowa Central Railway Company, j 

Complaint aied May, 21, 1902. 

Complainant states that in extending length of a switch track the railway com- 
pany had removed cattle guard so that it was no longer at highway, and that this 
made it inconvenient an,d dangerous in driving stock across the railroad as he was 
compelled to do to get his stock to water. 

The ceply of the railway company in substance was that "the road which Mr. 
Erickson uses is a public highway. Previous to 1900 the fence of our right of way 
placed a cattle guard on each side of this crossing, but during 1900 we extended 
our yard at Pickering so that the public highway has since been within our yard 
limits and our fence was removed as a result of this extension of our station 
grounds. The Commissioner will readily recognize the undesirability of cattle 
guards in our yards, as their existence would endanger the lives of our trainmen 
engaged in switching service. The presence of stock in railroad yards is objec- 
tionable, but cattle guards are left out of the yards for the reasons above stated, as 
you can readily understand and appreciate. 

"1 believed that if Mr. Erickson understands that the treatment of this cross- 
ing is practically the same as that given to others under like conditions for good 
and sufficient reasons, he would not feel that we have intended in any way to dis- 
regard his convenience. " 

Later a petition came to the Commission numerously signed requesting cattle 
guards at the highway crossing in question. This petition was submitted to the 
railway company and Mr. Day made answer as follows: 

Thi* will acknowledge receipt of yours of the 20th ult. , accompanying enclosure from Henry 
Stone, under date of July 1st and August 34th. I notioe Mr. Stone says ' 'If the alleged yards of 
the company were in the town, or even in a small village where many trains were operated, the 
plea of danger might have Home force, " and ' 'The convenience to Mr. Erickson is far greater than 
the chances of danger to the employes of the company. " 

I do not know why Mr. Stone refers to an actual yard as an alleged yard, and it appears 
that he is generally lacking In information with respect to the operation of trains in that vicinity. 
There is no station on the Iowa Central road where more trains are operated than at Pickering. 
In fact there are more trains operated on the division between Marshalltown and Oskaloosa, than on 
any other division of the road. The Commissioners are aware that all operate through Pickering, 
and that there is an unusual amount of switching at that point as compared with other local 
stations, by reason of the interchange of business at that point with the Chicago, Milwaukee & 
8r>. Paul Railway company. 

I do not believe that the men whom Mr. Stone represents in this correspondence are intention, 
ally indifferent to the safety of railroad employes and patrons, or that they regard their conven- 
ience as of more importance than human lives, but it is easily understood that they do not have 
as constantly in mind as railway managers, the thousands of lives that are sacrificed annually in 
train service— the greatest losses being in yards and switching work, and generally due to some 
defect in construction such as the petitioners urge In this case. 

I would like very much to accomodate Mr. Erickson and his neighbors but being conscious of 
the danger of the proposed cattle guards, we are unwilling to voluntarily put them in. 

The case was closed without prejudice. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2600-1903. 
If. V. B. Morris, Wayland. ) 

Burlington & Western Railway \ R 'P lacin Z swiich - 
Company. J 

Complaint filed June 17, 1902. 

Complaint in this case was as follows: 

It is now about fifteen years since the managers of the Burlington & Western Railway company 
put in 4 sidetrack at Wayland crossing, and in the year 1890 we commenced the manufacture of brick ' 
and tile at that point and have shipped all our coal over that line for burning brick and tile. We 
have been increasing the value of our plant from year to year until now we have about four thou- 
sand dollars invested and have grading done and material on hand to build and thereby double 
the output of the factory. In compliance with a letter from Robert Law, manager, hereto attached 
with correspondence or letters from Morrell Law, in answer to my request to replace frog in 
switch which had been removed last fall (to avoid the necessity of lighting switch lamps as I 
supposed), as I did not ship in January and February it was no inconvenience but this spring 
when we were all ready to commence burning brick I asked them to replace frog and switch- 
stand which would not have taken two hours time by the section hands and twenty-five cents 
worth of spikes, but you will please notice by this letter that he was disposed to argue the 
question after I had written Robert Law what I had done and what I intended to do and that I 
now needed coal to burn brick to meet demands and build more kilns at once. 

I am now compelled to haul ooal two miles from Iowa Central. By reference to letter you 
will see that he finally proposed to replace frog if we would ship 100 tons of coal at one shipment, 
which I think is a clear case of discrimination. We have furnished them ground free for all 
these years for operating side track for public use and they have used it. 

Mr. R. Law, manager, in answering the complaint, said: 

Referring to complaint of M. V. B. Morris, Inclosed in yours of 17th Inst. , it is hardly neoes- 
eary to say that we are not only willing, but anxious, to accommodate Mr. Morris, as well as all 
other patrons along our line. He, however, is unreasonable; first, for the reason he asks us to 
mfJ"t«d" a switch for business that does not begin to pay the railroad company ; next, at a point 
where it is unsafe; and finally, to do something for nothing. 

Some time ago I did say to Mr. Sam Wadleigh, who furnishes Morris with coal, that if he 
would take it in quantities of one hundred tons, and unload it within a reasonable length of 
time, we would put in a switch, afterwards removing it, which I think is entirely fair. You 
•can readily see that the revenue from an occasional car of slack coal, for which we only get a 
nominal sum to haul, would hardly pay for maintaining the switch light of which Mr. Morris 
epeaks, let alone all other appurtenances necessary for the proper conduct of the business at 
such a place. 

The policy of the Commissioners has been not to order switches connected 
with main line where there was no agent or employe of company to attend same, 
and as there was apparently nothing in this case to warrant any different ruling, 
the case was closed . 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2601-1903. 

A. J. Blakbly, Grinnbll, 1 

i 
v. J- Undergrade farm crossing. 

Iowa Central Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed June 18, 1902. 

Complainant stated that he had been provided with undergrade crossing, but 
the railroad company now proposed to fill up the same, only leaving a small open- 
ing for water way. To this closing of his undercrossing, complainant objected. 
The case was laid before the railway company, and Mr. L. P. Day, vice president , 
answering the same, said: 

Again referring to your favor of the 18th ultimo, relatire to under stock crossing desired by 
Mr. A. J. Blakely, Orinnell, Iowa, I have caused the matter to be thoroughly investigated and 
beg to advise the Commissioners the following facts : At the time of the construction of the Iowa 
Central Railway across the land in question, two trestles were put in, the north one being so con- 
structed as to allow an under crossing. Recently this bridge was filled In, but, as Mr. Blakely 
had previously disposed of his adjacent property, he is not interested in the crossing at this point. 
The south bridge is now being used by him as an under stock crossing, but, as the track at this 
point is to be raised eleven feet, we have decided to put in a suitable culvert and fill this bridge 
also, as otherwise it would necessitate the construction of a very long, high trestle. We sub- 
mitted an offer to Mr. Blakely to provide a stock passage at a point south of the bridge where the 
fill will be about ten feet, and have a reply, under date of June 18th, in which he states that he 
thinks the crossing proposed will be satisfactory to him. A meeting between Mr. Blakely and our 
division engineer has been arranged for, at which time the loeation will be definitely decided 
upon. 

I am pleased to know that the matter has been amicably adjusted and that the Commissioners 
will not be further troubled with its consideration. 

Subsequent to the foregoing the Board had considerable correspondence with 
the parties to the case, with the result that complainant and respondent adjusted 
their differences on a mutually satisfactory basis. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2602—1903. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific "] 
Railway Company, I Condemnation proceedings in Louisa 

v. I and Washington counties. 

Frazey etal. J 

Petitions filed June 20, 1902. 

These petitions were withdrawn by the railway company before the Board 
reached a decision. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2603—1903. 

Hiram Johnson, Chairman Board of 1 

Supervisors, Casey, I 

v. (■ Overhead highway crossing. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific j 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed June 25, 1902. 

The Commissioners received the following letter from Mr. Johnson: 

One and one-fourth miles east of Casey, Guthrie county, Iowa, on the Chicago, Rook Island 
& Pacific Railway company's line there is a very dangerous crossing where we had a good high- 
way. We hare tried repeatedly to get the company to put in an overhead bridge. Our bridge 
has been torn all to pieces at said crossing and there have been numerous other escapes. The 
board of supervisors have offered to change the highway if the company would bridge and still 
they will not give us any relief. If it is in your power to help ns any in this matter anything you 
may do will be greatly appreciated by our people. 

Mr. Johnson enclosed the following petition: 

To the Honorable Board of Supervisors of Outhrie county, Iowa, and to the Officials of the Chi- 
cago, Rock Island <k Pacific Railroad company: 

We, whose names are hereto affixed being residents and' taxpayers of Guthrie county, Iowa, 
would respectfully request that the public highway be opened on the line between sections 85 
and 86 In township 78, range 32 west of the fifth P. M. Iowa, at the north end in accordance with 
the rough sketch hereto attached, requesting that the same be opened on a direct line from point 
A, on said sketch, to point B, and that an overhead bridge be provided on said highway over the 
railroad at said point. 

The matter was taken up with the railway company, and Mr. W. T. Rankin, 
assistant general attorney, replied: 

June 25th you sent me a copy of petition and letter from the board of supervisors and citizens 
of Guthrie county relative to highway crossing near Casey. I have just received the papers from 
the operating department relative to this request, giving the estimates of the cost of an over- 
head bridge, as required, one and one-fourth miles east of Casey ; and it is suggested now that 
the board of supervisors of Guthrie county be request ed to do the grading free of expense to this 
company for the overhead crossing, and upon their doing so the company will undertake to put 
in an overhead bridge. Will you kindly lay this matter before the board of supervisors and ask 
them if they will be willing to do the grading. This, I think, they will be willing to do, as it 
seems to me a very fair proposition. Kindly let me know as soon as possible, and if the grading 
is done our people will proceed at once to build the bridge. 

The county supervisors accepted the proposition made by the railway company . 
Later some differences arose with reference to maintenance of crossing, but sub- 
sequently the complainants asked for return of papers. 

Des Moines, December I, 1903. 



No. 2604—1903. 

P. Hillyard, Chairman Board 1 

of Supervisors, New London, ] 

v. (• Overhead highway crossing. 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 

Railroad Company. J 

Complaint filed July 7, 1902. 

The complainant in this case stated that ' ' We are asking the Chicago, Bur- 
lington & Quincy Railroad to put an overhead bridge over their track in the north - 
16 
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western part of this town and they refuse to do so," etc. The railway company 
in answering this complaint denied any legal obligation to construct the crossing 
but would grant permission to the board of supervisors to build it if they so 
desired. Subsequently the Commissioners went to New London and made a per- 
sonal investigation of the conditions there. It was not such a case as could at the 
present time be acted upon by the board, and the same was closed without 
prejudice. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2605—1903. 

Farmers Co-operative 

Company, Dougherty, 

v. [ Site for coalhouse . 

Chicago & North-.Westbrn 

Railway Company. 

Complaint filed July 8, 1902. 

This was a request from the citizens of Dougherty that site for coalhouse, ele- 
votor, etc. be granted the Farmers Co-operative company. Considerable corre- 
spondence followed, resulting in a lease to another party being transferred, as 
desired by petitioners. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2606—1903. 

In the matter of posting train bulletins in passenger depots. 

The Commissioners upon July 23, 19D2, addressed the following letter to the 
operating management of each railway company operating lines of railway within 
the State of Iowa : 

The Twenty- ninth General Assembly of the State of Iowa (1902) passed a law, a copy of which 
is enclos xi herewith, which requires all railway com pan tea to keep posted la the waiting room of 
each passenger stati m ab llletin plainly showlig the time of arrival and departure at such sta- 
tions of all traim carrying passengers. Penalty for failure to comply with the law makes th a 
company liable in the sim of $50. This law i9 known as chapter 87, acts of tie Twenty-ninth 
General Assembly. Your attention is called to this statute inasmuch as the members of this 
Board have noticed that in many of the depots in this State no such bulletins have been provided 
although this law has been in eflfecl since the first day of Jnly, 1902. Will you please advise the 
Board at once whether your company has made provision for this posting of the bulletin required . 

In response to the above letter the Commissioners received advice from the rail- 
way companies that the law would be complied with. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2607-1903. 

Citizens of Seymour 1 

v - 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Railway Company. j 

Petition filed July 28, 1902. 

Petition in this case was as follows: 

Owing to the fact that Seymour, Iowa, is a competing point in the matter of railroads, and 
much of the travel is at times desirous of taking trains to and from Seymour during the night- 
time, and we the undersigned, your petitioners, being at all times patrons of this road, suggest 
that it would greatly accommodate the traveling public if they could arrange to stop No. 12 at 
Seymour at any time, and you would thereby greatly oblige the undersigned. 

Mr. Goodnow, general manager, in answering this complaint said: 

Replying to your favor of July 28th, having reference to petition sent in by B. C. Thompson 
of Seymour, Iowa, you will observe that Mr. Thompson's name does not appear on the petition. 

No. 12 is our fast express train running between Kansas City and Chicago, having connections 
as far southwest as Fort Worth, Texas. We are making all the stops with that train that we can. 
In fact it is not now making its scheduled time on the Missouri division. 

Investigation of the ticket sales at Seymour shows that there were 761 tickets sold during the 
month of July and that nearly 600 of these tickets were to stations within a few miles of Seymour. 
Passing Seymour so late at night it does not seem to us that this train would be patronized to any 
considerable extent. It would be a serious hardship to add an additional stop to that train. 

It is our earnest desire to take care of our passenger business and accomodate to the fullest 
extent the towns on our line. 

Petitioners were furnished with copy of the foregoing, but made no response 
thereto. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2608—1903. 
W. B. Cartw right, Wyman, 

Burlington V & Western Railway \ Conditions in lease for site . 
Company. 

Complaint filed August 1, 1902. 

Complainant objected to signing a lease for site for elevator containing a stipu- 
lation requiring him "to pay two thirds of regular tariff between" Wyman and 
Burlington on all grains and feed, also seeds sold to farmers locally. Because of 
his refusal to sign said lease he was ordered by the railway company to remove his 
building from railroad premises, to this he also objected. 

Mr. R. Law, manager, in answering these complaints said: 

Kef erring to copies of W. B. Cartwright's letters and replying to jours of 30th ult. it is the 
rule of this company, and it is applicable to everybody, that all grain stored on the company's 
ground be shipped over its railroad or if sold to outsiders, the party occupying the ground must 
pay two thirds the tariff rate to Burlington, on It. 

This is the only protection we have and we certainly will not discriminate, nor do I see any 
reason why we should favor Mr. Cartwright over others similarly situated, many of whom ship 
thousands of cars to his one. As before stated the agreement is in effect with everybody on these 
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lines and has been with most of them for the past eight or ten years. It i* no hardship and is 
the only protection we have. The fact is this man wants something for nothing, or rather, privi- 
leges that we cannot afford to grant. 

Upon his refusal to sign the contract, as is usual in such cases, we gave him the required thirty 
days notice, which expires tomorrow. This for your information. 

Later a member of the Board saw all parties and matter was adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, Deoember I, 1903. 



No. 2609—1903. 

Citizens of Wheatland, ") 

v. I 

Chicago North- Western Railway j Uratna 2 e - 
Company. j 

Petition filed August 6, 1902. 

Petition in this case follows. 

We, the undersigned citizens of Wheatland, Iowa, having suffered severe loss from being 
flooded with water caused by the raising of the Chicago & North- Western Railway company's 
tracks without making proper provision for the water to pass through under said track, thereby 
flooding the lower part of town above the tracks, filling cellars and doing much othc r damage to 
health and property, we therefore pray you to come to our town, look the situation over and see 
if you can give us relief by having the railway company put in another culvert or enlarge the one 
they already have so as to give the proper relief. 

C. P. Jbppe, Mayor, 
J. W. Hover, 
F. C. Gbonell, 
J. W. Thompson, 
and forty -five others. 

In answer to the complaint Superintendent H. J. Slifer said: 

I took occasion to look over the situation so far as drainage at Wheatland is concerned, as per 
your letter of August 6th. I find there has been no change made in water ways at Wheatland 
since the year 1891, and up to the present year we have had no complaints as to water ways being 
ample. In fact our water ways will take off all the water that the diich from the city will give us. 
In other words if our water ways were made larger the ditches leading to them would have to be 
made larger. The bridge which Mr. Hover refers to is a permanent iron structure on stone walls 
and the water way is kept clean. I believe we can show under ordinary circumstances that we 
provide ample water way at this point and doubt whether the Commissioners care to take any 
action as it would entail on the railroad company a very heavy expense, and outside of the exces- 
sive rains which we have had all over the country this season, and which overflows the town of 
Wheatland irrespective of this particular water way, I think there can be no complaint. How- 
ever, should the Commissioners desire, shall be glad to have blue print prepared showing the 
situation. 

The petitioners were supplied with copy of Mr. Slifer's letter. Some objection 
was made to statements made by Mr. Slifer, but no further complaints have been 
received. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2610-1903. 

Wm. S. Johnson, Ames, 

v. 

Chicago & North- Western 

Railway Company. 



Petition for undergrade farm crossing. 



Petition filed Aguust 12, 1902. 

Petition in this case was as follows: 

Paragraph 1. The petitioner states that he is the owner of the southwest quarter ( l i) of sec- 
tion twenty-two (22) Lafayette township, Story county, Iowa. 

Par. 2 . That the Sioux City branch of the Chicago & North- Western Railway company crosses 
a portion of said premises diagonally, entering the same a little east of the southwest corner of the 
southeast quarter of said quarter and leaving the same dtbont seven rods north of the northeast 
corner of said southeast forty ; that said railway divides said 100 so that about 140 acres of the 
same lies north and west of the remaining sixteen acres south and east of said right of way. 

Par. 8. That a stream called the Eegley Branch also crosses said 160 from northwest to south- 
east, entering near the middle of the north line and leaving about forty-two rods north of the 
northeast corner ; that the same orosses defendants' right of way about midway between the points 
where the road enters and leaves petitioners premises. 

Par. 4. That the land adjacent to said Eegley Branch is more or less rolling and adapted par- 
ticularly for use as pasture. 

Par. 6. That the premises lying southeast of the right of way and the lands adjacent to Eeg- 
ley Brunch have always been used for pasture and can be used for no other purpose to good 
advantage. 

Par. 6. That petitioner's premises are situated on the west line of said quarter section near 
the center, and the only way said premises can be used as pasture with reasonable safety is by 
having an underground crossing through said right of way connecting the two parts of said 
premises. 

Par. 7. That the grade passing through said premises is higher than the surrounding land 
and at no point is It less than ten feet, and the crossing at Eegley Branch is more than forty feet. 

Par. 8. That ever since 1881 soon after the road was constructed until the year 1001 the road 
bed crossing the valley of said Eegley Branch was supported by trestle work and the right of way 
was not fenced in but stock was permitted to cross under said trestle from one side to the other 
without impediment. 

Par. 0. That during the summer of 1901 the said defendant replaced said trestle by an earth 
grade and constructed a culvert crossing said Eegley Branch which is insufficient to properly 
conduct the water flowing in said branch and is wholly improper and inadequate for this peti- 
tioner as a crossing. 

Par. 10. That during the present season your petitioner has been entirely deprived of a cross- 
ing to the premises lying southeast of the track and has had no use of the same. 

Par. 11 . That a grade crossing is impracticable, first, be ause of the location of said premises 
and the use which is made by your petitioner of same, and second, because the track of the said 
railway U so much above the ^r rounding country at the proper place for a crossing that the 
same would not be of utility. 

Par. 12. That your petitioner asks that an order mav be made by your board directing said 
company to erect and maintain an under grade crossing through the right of way of said prem- 
ises at a suitable point, of ample dimensions and character to meet the reasonable requirements 
for the proper use of said premises. 

The case was submitted to the railway company, which company, by its 
attorneys, filed answer as follows: 

Defendant, for answer to the petition of complainant, states : 

1. That during th9 year 1901, defendant purchased from the complainant extra ground and 
right of way for borrow pits and other purposes, and replace its trestle works at the place in ques- 
ion with a stone culvert having an opening twenty feet wide. That in making said purchase it 
was agreed in writing between complainant and defendant that said ' 'culvert shall not be fenced 
in by the Chicago & North- Western Railway company, but shall be left so that stock may pass 
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unimpeded from one side to the other." It was understood and agreed at said time that said 
culvert was the only underground crossing that defendant was to furnish complainant, and 
defendant avers that the plaintiff is not, either by law or by virtuepf any agreement, entitled to 
any other or different underground crossing. ^^ 

2. Defendant denies that said culvert is insufficient to proper l\^L x nduct the water flowing in 
said Kegley Branch, and denies that the same is wholly improper a^k inadequate for petitioner 
as a crossing, and denies that during the present season petitioner hat^een deprived of a crossing 
to the premises southeast of the track, and further denies that a grade crossing is impracticable. 

8. Defendant avers that if at any time said culvert has not been a practicable crossing, it is 
solely because at such time there has been an unusual and unprecedented amount of water, and 
that such condition was only temporary. 

4. Defendant further avers that said underground crossing is reasonably sufficient and 
adequate for an underground crossing. 

5. Defendant further avers that this Board has no authority or jurisdiction in law to require 
defendant to construct another underground crossing. 

Wherefore, defendant prays that complainant's petition be dismissed. 

In replying to this answer the complainants set out a copy of the lease by virtue 
of which extra ground and right of way was purchased of the complainant by the 
railway company in the year 1901. He also denied that there was any agreement 
between the parties other than the written agreement and the representations on 
the part of the railway company and its employes, etc. The Board visited 
the premises on October 23d and early in November a proposition was submitted to 
the complainants by the railway company which with some modifications was 
accepted by them and the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2611—1903. 

H. A. Wikmer, Harris, 
v. 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway ' Siie for elevator * 
Company. 

Complaint filed August 16, 1902. 

Mr. Wiemer wrote the Board as follows: 

I own and control a 16, 000 bushel capacity elevator, now located on private grounds at Harris* 
Iowa. 

The railway company refuses to grant me a site for the following reason, to wit : That the 
two elevators now located on the company's ground were sufficient to handle the grain at this 
point. If this would be an argument in their faror, I should be pleased to have them explain why 
they have granted locations for the third elevator at other points that are not handling any more 
grain than we are here at Harris. 

In looking up the shipments that have been made from other stations, I find that Harri-i is not 
in the rear. But, however, let this be as it may, I appeal to you for your decision in this matter 
and trust that you will give it your attention at an early date as possible for your convenience. 

The matter was taken up at once with the Rock Island Railway company and 
after considerable correspondence was had and a personal investigation made by 
the members of the Board, the railway company granted Mr. Wiemer the site 
desired. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2612—1903. 
C. T. Manbeck, Berwick, Township Trustee, 

Des Moinhs, Iowa V Falls & Northern \ Overhead highway crossing. 
Railway Company. 

Complaint filed August 22, 1902. 

In this case complaint was made that * * at a highway crossing one mile north 
of Berwick the railway company intended placing an overhead crossing that was 
unsatisfactory to the township authorities. Complainant represented that the 
railroad crosses the highway at an angle and that in building the bridge over the 
railroad for such highway the company contemplated building it at right angles to 
the railroad so that it would be necessary for persons driving to make two turns 
when crossing said railroad. To this the complainant objected. 

In answering this complaint Mr. E. S. Ellsworth, president, said: 

Replying to your letter of the 22d regarding complaint made by C. T. Manbeck, township 
trustee, Berwick, Iowa, with reference to a highway, I herewith hand yon a letter of onr chief 
engineer, R. C. Yonng, with reference to this matter. I hope, on reading it, that yon will allow 
us to build the bridge as we have designed it, and that would nut be a hardship to anybody. 

The letter to which Mr. Ellsworth referred follows: 

I return you herewith correspondence regarding the overhead highway crossing near Ber- 
wick. It is true that this bridge has been placed at right angles to the railroad, but the angle is 
very slight, only ten degrees. This draws the bridge six feet off from the center to the high- 
way, and I cannot see how it would cause the farmers any f erious inconvenience, as you know 
that the driveway in the ordinary public highway is very crooked and an angle of ten degrees is 
not noticeable. My reason for designing this bridge in this way was to save a truss and a skew 
bridge, as you know, coming from a dirt road to a skew bridge is not desirable on account of the 
settlement of the dirt on one side and striking the hard bridge on the other is liable to overturn 
vehicles. 

I hope the Commissioners will see it in this light and allow us to build the bridge as we 
have designed i f , as it certainly can do no harm to any one. 

The Commissioners said, in closing this case, that they did not believe, from 
the evidence before them, that the crossing proposed by the railway company, was 
an undesirable one, but if the county board of supervisors desired any further 
action taken, the Commissioners would be pleased to hear from them. 

No further complaints have been made to the Board. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



Petition for sidetrack. 



No. 2613—1903. 

California Grain & Lumber Com- 
pany, California Junction, 
v. 

ChicagoJ& North -Western Railway 
Company. 

Complaint filed August 23, 1902. 

Petition in this case recited that it was necessary for the business of the peti- 
tioners that a sidetrack of about four hundred feet in length, to connect with their 
sidetracks, was necessary. 
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The Commissioners laid this case before the officials of the North- Western 
Railway company, and following some correspondence was had and on April 15, 
1903, Messrs. Cochran & Egan, Logan, Iowa, attorneys for petitioners, withdrew 
the case, as they were about to reach an amicable adjustment. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2614-1903. 
Johnson Bros., Calliope, 1 

„ % , v * }■ Abandonment of station . 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. j 

Paul Railway Company. J 
Complaint aied August 25, 1902. 

Complainants wrote the Board as follows: 

We wish to writ* concerning a matter that is of considerable importance to us, and that is: 
The Chicago, Milwaukee & 8t . Paul Railway company haft closed up its station here, has taken 
away the agent, and is not doing any business at this place at all. We wish to ask you to look 
into this matter and ascertain if the railway company has a right to do this, and if not to take 
some action that would cause them to resume business here. We understand that when the road 
was built through here they were granted the right of way through the town on condition that 
the railway maintain a depot at this place for ninety-nine years. 

It seems to us that the company has broken its contract in discontinuing the depot here. It 
is working a hardship on the business interests here to be deprived of \ he facilities for shipping 
and receiving freight. There is here a good general store, a lumber yard doing a good business, 
an elevator handling a great deal of grain, a large mill turning out large quantities of flour the 
year round and a blacksmith shop, etc. 

With so much business here it seems to us that the railway company is not warranted in 
taking the depot from us. Will you please look into the matter and see if anything can be done 
in the interest of the people of the place in the way of railroad accommodations . 

In answering this complaint the railway company by its general manager, Mr. 
H. R. Williams, said: 

Replying to your favor of August 26th, addressed to President Barling, enclosing copy of 
complaint received from Johnson Bros : I beg to state that there has been but very little business 
done for a long time at our old Calliope station. That town— if my information is correct— has 
been wiped out and is now a part of Hawarden station. For that reason we closed the depot at 
the old Calliope station. 

Our agent informs me that the business of Johnson Bros, transacted with our line is very 
small and wonld not exceed $10 per month. 

While we had an agent at Calliope the bulk of Johnson Bros' Sioux City business came in over 
the North- Western road and was hauled from the North- Western depot at Hawarden the same as 
it can now be hauled from our depot at Hawarden. 

It seems to us that there is no necessity for continuing to maintain two depots in the one 
town, as the business can all be transacted satisfactorily at one place. 

In reference to our being granted right of way through the town on % condition that a depot 
was to be maintained at this point, while it cuts no figure in the merits of this case, I find upon 
investigation that there is nothing in our right of way papers referring to such an agreement or 
understanding. 

In closing the case the Board directed the following be sent to the complainants. 

The Board has gone over your complaint against the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway 
company, with reference to maintaining Calliope station, and under the circumstances, to wit: 
The fact that there is no longer any town of Calliope and that the distance between stations would 
be so short, the Commissioners cannot compel the railway com pany to maintain two stations in 
the same town. 

If you have any such agreement or coti tract as you claim to have your proper redress could be 
obtained in suit in court. This Board has no authority to enforce the terms of contracts. 

Des Moines, December I, 1903. 
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No. 1615—1903. 

C. H. Wbrtz, Lena, 

v. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway Company. 



1 

j- Drainage and damages. 



Complaint filed September 16, 1902. 

The complainant in this case stated that because the respondent railway com- 
pany had made a fill without providing a sufficient water way he had been dam- 
aged on his farm several hundred dollars. The Commissioners took this up with 
the railway company and further culvert room was made and the case was closed 
as the Commissioners could not act upon the matter of damages. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2616—1903. 

Citizens of Eldora, 
v. 



Station service. 



Iowa Cbntral Railway Company, j 

Petition filed September 22, 1902. 

The following petition signed by Ellis D. Robb, mayor, and many others, 
was received by the Board: 

We, the undersigned residents of Eldora, Hardin county, Iowa, hereby petition your honorable 
body to require the Iowa Central Railway company to employ and maintain a night agent or tele- 
graph operator at their depot in this city. Two passenger trains pass through and stop here during 
the night and the ticket office is always closed and tickets must be purchased before 7 P. M. the 
•evening before, if at all. The city is also shut off from telegraphic communication after 7 P.M. 

In answering this petition Mr. L. 
way company, said: 

We have your favor of the22d inst. enclosing copy of letter from Ellis D. Robb, of fildora, 
Iowa, also copy of petition of citizens of same place, asking that our company maintain a night 
Agent or telegraph operator at that point. We have no doubt it was Mr. Robb's intention to state 
the situation fairly to the commission, but as often happens with people similarly situated, his 
ideas as to the business involved is quite incorrect . We have prepared a statement showing the 
number of passengers taking our trains Nos. 5 and 6 for two weeks previous to the date of his 
communication, which is as follows : 



T. Day, vice president Iowa Central Rail- 



Date. 


No Passengers 
Train No. 6. 


No. Passengers 
Train No. 6. 


Date. 


No. Passengers 
Train No. 5. 


No Passengers 
Train No. 6. 


September 5 
September 6 






September 12 
September 13 
September 14 
September 15 
September 16 
September 17 
September 18 
September 19 


1 
2 

1 

2 


1 


1 
2 
2 

1 
1 
2 


8 




September 7 
September 8 
September 9 
September 10 
September 11 


8 


1 
2 

1 
2 


1 
1 
1 
1 







You will note that instead of the passengers on thsse trains averaging from three to fifteen on 
each train as stated by Mr. Robb. that the total number for fifteen days was sixteen on train No. 
£ and fifteen on train No. 6, or an average of one person per train. 
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We regret that the business Is not what Mr. Robb supposed instead of what it really is and 
we are inclined to believe that the inconvenience complained of Is on account of the desire for tel' 
©graph privileges which is a matter for determination by the Western Union Company, as we do- 
not do any commercial telegraph business. 

In giving you the facts as disclosed by our train records, which we assume you will probably 
transmit to Mr. Robb, we want to state at the same time, that although there is no business 
involved that will justify the expense of a night operator at Eldora, that we want to accomodate 
the citizens there in every way that we can, and if we can arrange for the removal of a night 
operator from some other point to Eldora and take care of our requirements in connection with 
the dispatching of trains, we will endeavor to do so, but we cannot afford to employ an operator 
without any other duty than keeping the Eldora station open and attending to the Western Union 
badness, in which we have no interest and for which we would receive no revenue. 

Considerable correspondence followed , resulting in an effort being made by the 
railway company to change some man from a minor point to Eldora for the ser- 
vice requested. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1902. 



No. 2617-1903. 

In the matter of train connections at Alton, 

crossing of the 
Chicago & North- Whstkrn Railway Co. 

and the 
Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha 
Railway Company. j 

On October 21, 1902, the Board addressed the following letter to Mr. W. A. 
Gardner, general manager Chicago & North-Western Railway company: 

The Commissioners have noted a change in the running time of jour train No. 8 from 
Hawarden to Tama, bv which the train now leaves Hawarden at 7. 40 instead of 7.20 as formerly, 
arriving at Alton at 8. 85 instead of 8. 15 as before. Now this train lies at Alton until 8.50 a.m. 
The train going north from Sioux City, leaving that point at 7.00 A. M. , leaves Alton at 8. 15, so 
that passengers who desire to go north on that train over your road on No. 8 as above noted, can 
not do so. although formerly they could. This is a great inconvenience to quite a number of 
people who desire to make the connection; under the new arrangement they will have to wait 
four hours for a train going north. The Commissioners would like to inquire whether or not the 
time of your No. 8 coald not be restored, making the train leave Hawarden at 7.20, arriving at 
Alton at 8. 15. Of course, this makes a long wait at Alton for the train west to Sioux City, but it 
would save considerable disappointment on the part of your patrons who desire to take passage 
on the north train. 

Will you have this matter investigated and advise the Board of the result? 

Mr. R. H. Aishton, assistant general manager, in reply to this letter, on 
October 28th, said: 

In reply to your communication of the 21st inst. relative to the time of our train No. 8, 
between Hawarden and Tama, would say : 

Prior to June 15, 1902, No. 8 left Hawarden at 10.00 A. M. , having no connection at Alton for 
Sioux City but having a connection for the north. On Jane 15th the train was started out at 7. 20 
A. M. so as to connect with both north and south at Alton, which caused a delay of twenty-five 
minutes at Alton to any Sioux City passengers. This caused a gool deal of complaint ard upon 
representations that there was no business for the north and that all passengers for the south 
would be delayed twenty -five minutes we again changed the time of this train, making it leave 
Hawarden at 7. 45 a. m. 
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It is perfectly agreeable to us to have the rain leave at 7. £0 A . m. , arriving at Alton at 8. 10, so 
that any passengers who desire may go north, and I have instructed that on our new time-table, 
effective on November 2d, this chan e be made, inferring that you have some information that 
it is causing inconvenience to our patrons from our present mode of operation. 

Beg to thank you for calling our attention to the matter. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2618-1903. 

R. A. Buck, Mayor, etal ; State Center, 1 

v. I 

Chicago & North-western Railway \ D W°™ *»<" crossings. 

Company. j 

Complaint filed October 31, 1902. 

The petition in this case, signed by the mayor and prominent citizens of State 
Center, was as follows: 

To the Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa: 

We, the undersigned, resident citizens and taxpayers of State Center, Iowa, and vicinity, 
being forcibly reminded by the killing of one man and the crippling of another at the main crossing 
of the North-Western tracks in State Center on Sunday morning, September 14, 1902, that the 
manner of operating its road and the speed at which trains are run through the town ef State 
Center by the Chicago & North- Western Railway company, have made it dangerous and unsafe to 
cross its tracks in o lr town day or night, respectfully petition that you visit our town and see if 
something cannot be done for the safety of life and limb of our citizens and the patrons of said 
Chicago & North- Western Railway company, and to this end, as in duty bound, we, your peti- 
tioners, will ever pray. 

In sending this petition Mayor Buck said: 

We have been negotiating for some time past with the Chicago & North- Western Railway 
company to erect gates at our dangerous crossings, but have been unable to make satisfactory 
arrangements with them. There has been no less than a half dozen people killed at these cross- 
ings in the past six years. 

The matter was presented to the railway company, with request that it be given 
careful consideration. On November 20, 1902, Mr. W. A. Gardner, general 
manager, wrote the Board: 

It has been arranged to install gates at these crossings, and they will be placed in operation 
just as soon as it is possible to do so. 

This adjustment was satisfactory to complainants and case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2619—1903. 

Luther M. Tuttle, Van Cleve, 1 

v. J- fencing. 

Iowa Central Railway Company- J 

Complaint filed November 4, 1902. 

The complainant in this case stated that the right of way fence adjoining his 
pasture was out of repair; that on account of this his live stock escaped upon the 
right of way, thence into neighbor's fields, etc. 

The Commission called the railway company's attention to the complaint and 
the fence was repaired. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2620-1903. 

E. J. Smith & Sons, North English, ] 

_ w v * n „ „ \ Failure to furnish cars . 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul | 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed November 4, 1902. 

Complainants in this case stated they were utterly unable to get cars for ship- 
ment of drain tile, etc. , that they understood other parties were being furnished 
with cars for shipment of coal and perishable freight , but they believed they too 
were entitled to some consideration. 

The complaint was taken up with the respondent railway company and the 
Commission was advised that on account of extreme shortage of cars the railway 
company was giving preference to movement of perishable freight and coal. 

The complainants later asked the farther assistance of the Board in securing 
cars for them, which was done. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2621—1903. 
P. B. Osborn, Ellsworth, 1 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul i 

Railway Company and the \ Loss in iransit - 

Chicago & North- Western Railway 

Company. j 

Complaint filed November 6, 1902. 

The complainant wrote that he had shipped a car of wheat from Parkston, 
S. D , October 14th, and had been unable to get trace of car since. 
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The Commissioners undertook to trace the car for Mr. Osborn, and did so. 
Later the Commissioners were advised the car had been located . 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2622-1903. 

Otto C. Krag, Alexander, 1 

v. 'J- Loss in transit. 

Iowa Central Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed November 10, 1902. 

Complaint in this case was for damages sustained in shipping a buffet. While 
the Board has no jurisdiction in such matters, the case was taken up with the 
railwav company with the hope of having the claim adjusted. The railway com- 
pany, however, disclaimed that they were responsible in the amount claimed, and 
that they had authority to return the buffet to the shipper and have it repaired at 
the railway company's expense, which the company would agree to. As Com- 
mission could do nothing further the case was closed. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2623—1903. 

ClTIZBNS OF CUMMINgS, ] 

Chicago Grrat Western Railway \ location of depot. 
Company. J 

Petition and complaint filed November 13, 1902. 

The petition in this case recited that the said Chicago Great Western Railway company, hav- 
ing been engaged for several months in making a cut of considerable length and depth through 
the Cummlngs hill in order to facilitate the movement of trains with greater ease over said hill, 
have not transferred the running of all trains to the new lowered tracks located in said cut, leav- 
ing the depot as it originally stood. Adjusted, the leyel of the original grade from which all trains 
have been withdrawn, and as said cut is of some half mile in length and ranges from one foot in 
depth at the ends to tea to fifteen feet through the greatest portion of its length, and since the 
depot building, as it now stands, is located centrally as to the length of said cut, hence the said 
depot is now situated upon the embankment of ten to twelve feet above the tracks now used by 
the said railway company at this point, as is evidenced by a flight of twelve ten-inch steps prepared 
for the ascent and descent of passengers. The embankment being left as it was when excavated 
by the steam shovel, is very steep and abrupt, and these steps, resting as they do against the 
embankment and at the same angle, are also equally as steep and abrupt, thus making their usage 
very difficult and eminently dangerous in the darkness of night, or in any kind of stormy weather, 
and in case they should be covered 'With snow or ice, passage up or down them would be almost 
impossible, even by the most supple, while, if covered with sleet, no use whatever could be made 
of them, and as these steps are the only means of elevating and lowering of luggage, it requires 
no argument to prove the great inconvenience in the movement of freight and baggage to and 
from the tracks under this condition of oiroumstances ; or with but one employe as is carried by 
the road at this station, the movement of either freight or baggage of any degree of weight or 
bulk would be utterly Impossible, except by the use of s >me device of machinery by steam or 
electricity. It has been the custom of those sending oat or receiving freight or baggage over said 
railroad at this station to place it when delivered for shipment at a point on the platform so that 



Digitized by LjOOQ IC 



254 TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 

it may be plaoed on the train at once without farther handling, or, if receiving such freight or 
baggage, to take it direct from where left on the platform when unloaded from the cars, thus 
greatly facilitating matters as to time, wear and tear, or damage incident from unnecessary- 
handling of those goods, and especially is this true of the merchants and business concerns doing 
business at this station ; but this favor has been entirely withdrawn from its patrons by the present 
arrangements of the said railway company. As all freight or baggage, whether light or heavy, 
must now be transferred up or down this embankment before i« can be received or sent away. 
Hence, for the reasons herein stated, it is the earnest request and appeal of the petitioner.-* whose 
signatures this instrument bears, and of the entire patronage of the Chicago Great Western Rail- 
way company at this point, that the Railroad Commissioners exercise the authority vested in them 
by securing an immediate adjustment of the matter herein oomplained of, by demanding, and, if 
necessary , compelling said Chicago Great Western Railway company to place its depot at this station 
on a level with the new main line as now used in a similar manner and with equal conveniences 
as it was placed to the original grade and tracks before they were transferred to the places they 
now occupy in the cut . 

The matter was taken up at once with the railway company, and after consider- 
able correspondence and several personal conferences had been held , the railway 
company advised the Board on May 15, 1903, that the work of moving the depot 
was under way. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2624—1903. 

G. B. Hall, Wesley, 1 

v. I 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul \ Stte for coal sheds - 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed November 17, 1902. 

Complaint in this case was that additional room was needed on side track for 
handling coal, but the complainant was unable to get any satisfaction in his ap- 
plication to the railroad company. 

The Commissioners by correspondence brought the complainant and railway 
company together, with result that an adjustment was made to the reasonable 
satisfaction of Mr. Hall. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2625-1903. 

D. M. Gallentine, Van Cleve, 

v. 
Iowa Central Railway 
Company. 



Fencing. 



Complaint filed November 18, 1902. 

Complainant stated that right of way fence was down and should be repaired 
at once, as his cattle were running over the country. Fence was repaired by rail- 
way company. 

Des Moines, December '1, 1903. 



Digitized by LjOOQ IC 



BOARD OP RAILROAD C0MMI88I0NERS. 255 

No. 2626—1903. 

N. A. Wright, Herring, 1 

„ n *' „, ^ Y Site for coal sheds . 

Chicago & North- Western Railway | 

Company . J 

Complaint filed November 19, 1902. 

Complainant stated that he had tried to lease ground from railway company to 
build coal house upon, but had been unable to accomplish what he desired. He 
further said he had recently shipped in thirteen cars of coal. 

The case was taken up at once with the railway company with result that the 
site was granted to Mr. Wright. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2627--1903. 

S. B. Packard, Marshall town , ) 

v. j- Overcharge. 

Iowa Central Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed November 19, 1902. 

This was not really a complaint, but an inquiry as to certain rates which he had 
paid on shipment of cattle. Upon investigation it was found a small overcharge 
bad been made; which was promptly refunded by the railway company. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2628-1903. 
W. H. Mitchell, Sioux City, 1 

Willmar & SioJx Falls Railway y^Proper operation of bridge line . 
Company. j 

Complaint filed November 20, 1902. 

Complaint in this case was as follows: 

I write to call your attention to a matter that should receive your attention at once. It Is 
concerning the 8ioux City Street Railway company and the Great Northern Railway company 
crossing the combination bridge which spans the Missouri river at Sioux City, Iowa, to South Sioux 
City, Neb. This morning as the 6:45 ▲. m. street car left South Sioux City for Sioux City, Iowa, 
and due at 7 A. m. at Fourth and Pierce streets in Sioux City, Iowa, and when the car was a little 
oyer one fourth of the way across the bridge, the Great Northern freight train pulled onto the 
bridge from the Iowa side. The street car had to stop and back up and just as it got off the bridge 
and the train could clear the street car the trolley came off and the car stopped. Had the 
trolley come off any sooner we would have been knocked off the trestle twenty feet below. 

Do railroad trains have to stop before crossing all drawbridges in Iowa and Nebraska? 

Kindly give this matter your early attention so that people can have their lives reasonably 
male while riding in the street cars on this bridge. 

Three times in the past week this same thing has occurred. 
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The complaint was taken up with the railway company at once, but the gen- 
eral superintendent, in a letter dated December 8, 1902, said the complaint should 
be addressed to the officers of the Combination Bridge Company , of which the 
Willmar & Sioux Palls Railway company was a tenant. 

Later a petition was received asking the Board to investigate the matters com- 
plained of. Before the Commissioners completed their investigations Mr. Mitch- 
ell, for petitioners, asked that nothing further be done, as he thought the matter 
would be adjusted all right. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2629-1903. 
Voss Lumber Company, Jewell, 

Chicago & North-Western Railway * Notice to vacate siie * 
Company. 

Complaint filed December 4, 1902. 
Complaint in this case was as follows: 

We are having a little trouble over the lease of some railroad ground. The situation i< this: 
We hare been doing business on lots 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9. We and our predecessor have been on the 
same ground for over twenty years. Now a large elevator concern starts in coal business this 
year and demanded lots 8 and 9, where our coal-house, lime-house and sash door house stands. 
We conceded lot 9 to them; they still demand lot 8. Being a large elevator company they 
received the preference from the Chicago & North- Western Railway company. Our lease does 
not expire till July 1, 1905. By compelling us to give up lot 8 we have no ground to put our coal- 
house on, except lot 1, which Is clear out of our way. 

The matter was taken up at once with the railway company, with result that 
an amicable adjustment was made and the case closed. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2630-1903. 

R. H. Spencer, Algona, 1 

^ _ Y * _ ^ Re fusal to receive and forward freight . 

Chicago, Rock Island & \ 

Pacific Railway Company , J 

Complaint filed December 9, 1902. 

This was a case of misunderstanding and the Board, bringing the parties 
together, the misunderstanding was removed. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2631—1903. 

Dubuque & Sioux City Railway 1 

Company, 

„ I- Condemnation . 

I 
Jesse L. Hoglb, etal. j 

Complaint filed December 9, 1902. 

This was petition for right to condemn additional ground for railroad purposes. 
Date was fixed for hearing but the attorneys for the company advised the Board 
that they would obtain the land otherwise and the, petition was withdrawn. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



Opening Thirty- Seventh street. 



No. 2632-1903. 

Samuel Tyler, Des Moines, 

v. 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Railway Company and the 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul I 

Railway Company. J 

Petition filed December 11, 1902. 

This was a request for the opening of Thirty- Seventh street crossing the tracks 
of the respondent railway companies. The case was laid before the officials of the 
railway companies. 

It developed that no street had been established over and across the rights of 
way of the railway companies, and the case was closed without prejudice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2633—1903. 
G. Matzingbr, Slater, 1 

~ « ^. V '.„ I- Overcharge. 

Chicago & North- Western \ 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed December 17, 1902. 

Mr. Matzinger filed with the Board expense bill showing shipment of three bulls 
from Harlan to Slater, 121 miles, on which he claimed that overcharge had been 
made. The Commissioners investigated the claim, found there was an over- 
charge of $6.30 which the company refunded. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 

17 
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No. 2634-1903. 

H. E. Binklby, Cherokee, 1 

v. j- Unjust discrimination, 

Illinois Central Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed December 19, 1902. 

The complaint in this case was unjust 'discrimination on rate on potatoes from 
various points as compared with rates to his point. The matters complained of 
were interstate and it developed that no discrimination was practiced but that an 
overcharge had been made on a shipment to Cherokee which the company was 
ready to refund. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No 2635—1903. 
Town of New Sharon, 1 

v ' _ \ Condition of street crossings . 

Iowa Central Railway j ^ 

Company. J 

Complaint filed December 27, 1902. 

Complaint in this case was as follows: 

To the Honorable Railroad Commissioners of Iowa: 

Gentlemen, — The complainant herein, the town of New Sharon, represents: 

1. That it is a municipal corporation in the county of Mahaska, organized and acting under 
the laws of the State of Iowa, and that it transacts the business of a municipal corporation. 

2. That the population of said town is thirteen hundred ; that it covers a considerable plat of 
ground, laid out in streets, alleys and other public ways. That a plat of that part of the city in 
which complaint is made, is hereto attached marked Exhibit ' 'A' ' and made a part of this peti- 
tion. That said plat shows the streets, alleys and other public ways, and right of way with the 
main line and switch of the Iowa Central Railroad, and the same is referred to as a part of this 
petition. 

8. That the railroad track and switch of the Iowa Central Railroad, a railroad corporation, 
runs through said town or city from north to south. That there is a large part of the population 
of the town of Sharon east of said railroad, and part north of said railroad. That part north of 
said railroad being known as the Newton branch of the Iowa Central Railroad, which branch 
runs from southeast to northwest substantially. That on the north side of said branch is a large 
part of the town of Sharon, thickly settled. That the business part of said city is west from the 
main line and south from the Newton branch. That there are many streets running north and 
south and east and west across the main line and the switch and the Newton branch. 

4. That the Iowa Central Railroad has been making a cut along the right of way of said rail- 
road, commencing at about the north line of the corporation of said town and extending through 
and to the t-outh edge of said corporation. That they have been at work for a period of more than 
eight months. That they have made no adequate provision for the switching of their trains and 
cars, that said switching has been done on the main line of the Newton branch which crosses Bast 
Market street about seventy-five feet west of the main line of said railroad, and also crosses 
North Main street immediately north and opposite the postofflce and business part of said town. 
That they refuse to make adequate crossings, and refuse to keep the inadequate crossings which 
they now have free from obstructions and continually obstructed. 

5. That running from north to south the out of the main line of said railroad and part of the 
line of the Newton branch is twelve feet by fourteen feet deep. That there is no safe and adequate 
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crossing over said oat, and that none could be maintained except an overhead crossing. That a 
crossing down one side of said cut and up to and over wonld be dangerous and inadequate. That 
said railroad company refuses to make the overhead crossing, and refuses to make adequate 
crossings at any of said streets. That some of the streets have been entirely closed with no kind 
of crossings, requiring the citizens in that part of the corporate limits to travel from one fourth to 
one half mile to the crossings, out of the ordinary, usual and proper causeways and across and 
over and through the streets and alleys that have been maintained for more than thirty years. 

6. That all of said streets and railroads affected are marked, platted and described on the 
plat hereto attached and referred to as Exhibit "A" and make a part hereof and reference is 
hereby made to the same. 

7. That the complainants have repeatedly requested that adequate crossings be maintained 
and that overhead crossings at two or more places are the only adequate crossings, and that 
said defendants have absolutely refused to comply with the said notices and requests and still 
refuse, through their officers, agents and employes, and through them have said that they will 
not put in or maintain crossings which complainants believe are the only adequate and necessary 
crossings. 

Wherefore, your complainants appeal to and solicit the aid and assistance of your honorable 
body and ask and invite you to fix a date and visit and view said premises to more fully inform 
yourselves, and that you serve said defendants, the railroad c mpany, with proper notices, and 
that you view these premises and determine the rights between the complainants and railroad com- 
pany as to the obstruction of said streets, alleys and other public ways, and that you direct and 
determine in relation to the overhead crosssings and in relation to the switch and cars standing 
on the streets and alleys and that you enter an order directing the said railroad company com- 
pelling them to put in overhead crossings and that they open said streets and alleys in a proper 
and safe manner. That you order the railroad company to put in at least two overhead cross- 
ings and that you fully investigate, find and determine what is right in the premises, for the 
protection of the public against the encroachments, and wrongs herein continued. 

The answer of the railway company to this petition is as follows : 

To the Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners, Des Moines, Iowa : 

Gbntlemxn, —The Iowa Central Railroad company by way of answer to the complaint of the 
town of New Sharon filed herein on the 22d day of December, 1902, respectfully represents : 

1. That it is, as charged in the complaint, a railway corporation and as such was, at the date 
of the filing of this complaint and for many years prior thereto, operating a continuous line of 
railway from the town of Oenterville, in Appanoose county, northward through the State of 
Iowa and to the city of Albert Lea in the State of Minnesota ; also a branch line leaving its main 
line at Oskaloosa to the eastern boundary of the ? tate of Iowa, thence to the city of Peoria in the 
State of Illinois 

2. That for the purpose of more economical operation of said road and to meet the demands 
of commerce to be handled over its lines, it was found necessary to make a complete revision of 
its alignment and grades at many points in the State of Iowa, one of which was at the town of 
New Sharon, complainant herein; that at this point, in order to reach the ruling grade estab- 
lished by this defendant upon its line, it was necessary to deepen its cut within the limits of the 
town of New Sharon to an additional depth of about twelve feet, which work is still unfinished ; 
that the same is being carried on entirely upon its own right of way and with the least possible 
Inconvenience to the people of the town of New Sharon and surrounding vicinity. 

8. That prior to the commencement of this work a complete plan for the revision of this 
work grade through the town of New Sharon was prepared by the chief engineer of the defend- 
ant company and the municipal officers of the town fully acquainted with the work to be under, 
taken and accomplished ; that no objection was made on the part of the town, complainant, to the 
proposed work and the council of said town has, from time to time, been consulted as to the con- 
venience of the public in the manner of passing over the tracks and right of way of this company 
during the progress of this work. 

4. That during the month of September, 1002, and while the work herein explained was in 
progress, the chief engineer of the defendant submitted to the town council of the town of New 
Sharon, a complete proposition netting forth the plans for permanent bridges over such streets 
as was thought necessary to accommodate the public and the town of New Sharon, and the same 
were agreed to and were satisfactory to the town council. 

6. That there are but three streets in the town of New Sharon that cross the work in prog- 
ress, the first or most easterly street is now open as a grade crossing upon the newly established 
grade of the railroad, and is the street adjoining on which the new depot location was selected 
and the new depot building built. The first open street north of this and the one principally 
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traveled, to and from the town of New Sharon, is now famished with a temporary bridge with 
a roadway sixteen feet wide, which was erected after a conference with the town authorities and 
to their satisfaction. The next open street north of this one is at present crossed at grade, and 
the town authorities have agreed that no temporary structure need be built over this street, but 
will wait until the work is completed, at which time a permanent structure will be constructed. 
This street has been unfrequently used for travel and a temporary bridge is not necessary. 

6. That the work necessary, contemplated and undertaken at New Sharon required the exca- 
vation of a large part of the depot grounds, making it impossible to provide additional side track 
facilities during the progress of the work; that this work was undertaken early in the spring of 
1902, with the fall intent of comple ing the same within that year, and to provide the station with 
suitable side track and shipping facilities adequate to the business demands of the station ; that 
owing to the unfavorable weather conditions commencing soon after the work was undertaken 
and continuing during the entire season, it was impossible to fully complete the work within the 
time intended, and with greatly increased cost and disadvantage to the railway company was 
necessarily carried over for completion in the ensuing year ; that it is the purpose of the defend- 
ant, at the earliest possible time, when weather conditions will permit, to complete the work so 
undertaken, and when done the station of New Sharon will be fully supplied with adequate side 
tracks and facilities of every character suited to the necessities and convenience of the business at 
that station, and permanent bridges will be constructed over the right of way and tracks of the 
company at eaid crossings in accordance with an understanding had with the town authorities, 
and that travel upon the highways, not only in the town of New Sharon, but to and from the 
same, shall be provided with adequate crossings. 

7. That this defendant has not subjected the people of the town of New Sharon to unneces- 
sary or unreasonable inconvenience in the progress of its work, but on the contrary, has provided 
adequate facilities for crossing its tracks and right of way and will continue to do so until the 
work undertaken at this station Is fully completed when permanent crossings will be provided. 

8. That daring the progress of the work at this station a number of work trains were em- 
ployed in addition to the regular trains in service upon the line which may have occasioned more 
or less obstruction of the grade crossings in the town but special orders were issued from the 
operating department that this should not unnecessarily occur ; that the work trains have now 
been withdrawn from service at this point and that no unusual obstruction of the crossings in the 
town of New Sharon is now made and that whatever inconvenience may have arisen because of 
enforced conditions at this point and from causes herein explained, have now ceased and will 
hereafter be entirely avoided. 

The town of New Sharon by its attorneys, Messrs. A. R. Dewey, Bolton & 
Bolton and S. V. Reynolds, stated in reply to the above answer that the town was 
willing that the case should stand postponed or continued until such time as the 
railroad company should have ample time to complete their improvements and 
make proper crossings as alleged in their answer, etc. At a later date the Com- 
missioners were informed by the Hon. A. R. Dewey that the matter had been ad- 
justed to the satisfaction of ail concerned, 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



' No. 2636-1903. 

£. D. Barnbtt, Linden, 1 

v I 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul \ ^ d ^ade farm crossing. 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed June 3, 1902. 

Complaint in this case was as follows: 

Panora, Iowa, May 81, 1902. 
To the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa 

COMPLAINT. 

B. D. Barnett, a resident and citizen of Guthrie county, Iowa, respectfully complains and 
says that he Is, and since the 1st day of March, 1902, has been the owner of the west one hundred 
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acres of the northeast quarter of section thirteen (13) in township seventy-nine (79) north of 
range thirty (80) west of the fifth P. M., in said Guthrie county, and has resided thereupon; 
that the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, a corporation, as this complainant is 
informed and verily believes, organized under the laws of the State of Wisconsin, or those of 
Illinois, owns and operates a line of railroad which crosses said land diagonally from a point 
about five rods we*t of the southeast corner thereof, running thence through said land in a 
direction nearly northwest by west, leaving the same on the west line thereof at a point about 
seventy (70) rods north of its southwest corner ; that the said railroad was constructed on its 
present line more than twenty (20) years ago; that at a point about thirty (80) rods from where it 
enters said land on the east a small branch of running water coming from nearly north crosses 
said line of railroad, the same being spanned at the present time, and having been so spanned ever 
since the construction of said railroad by a wooden bridge about eighty-five feet in length, 
having six (6) bents, spans or interval* between supports and with its track about twenty-four 
feet above said branch; that the said supports are posts of large size deeply embedded in the 
ground, amply strengthened by cross timbers and plank, and by its height and width has ever 
since the construction of said railroad afforded complainant and his grantor an undergrade 
crossing fully sufficient for the passage of teams and stock of every kind without danger to them 
or detriment in any way to said railroad company, or to said railroad. 

Th it there is at this time no other grade or other crossing on complainant's said land over 
said railroad, nor is there any place on said land on the line of said railway where another cross- 
ing could be made without entailing great inconvenience, expense and trouble to complainant, 
and danger to himself, his family and employes, as well as to his stock of every kind, at such 
crossing, and also said railway company, for the following, among other reasons, to wit : 

1 . But a small portion of complainant's said land lies to the south of said line of railroad, 
that is to say, about twenty acres, but upon this is located his dwelling house, barn and other 
outbuildings (his dwelling house and barn built before said railroad was constructed), as well as 
his barnyard, shed-*, and shelter generally, for his said stock; but as aforesaid, the greater part of 
his said farm, including the larger part of nib hay land and nearly all his land in cultivation, 
lies to the north side thereof. 

2. That by re ison of such conditions he must necessarily cross said line of railroad when- 
ever he hauls his grain to his barn when gathered or harvested, the most of his hay, and largely all 
of his farm products; must nights and mornings cross it with his sheep, of which he has a large 
flock, to secure them from dogs; must haul all his feed for his fattening cattle and hogs, of which 
he has already quite a number and expects to habitually keep many more, since his is practically 
a "stock" farm; that is to say, it is, or rather has been, with the aforesaid undergrade cross- 
ing intact, peculiarly adapted to the keeping, bre ding and rearing of stock, to wit: cattle, 
horses, sheep and hogs for ultimate sale, and only for these purposes, and with this object in 
view, can said farm be made remunerative and profitable. 

8. That with even the amount of stock this complainant now has upon his said farm the 
necessarily frequent crossing said railroad track from one side to the other at grade could not 
but be greatly dangerous to the lives of the members of his family, or his employes in charge of 
said stock, and to said stock as well. 

That notwithstanding the premises, all of which were well known to the said railway com- 
pany through its employes; notwithstanding that for more than twenty years complainant 
through his grantors had held open and adverse possession of said undergrade crossing, as he is 
creditably informed and verily believes, under color of right or title, though it is possible he 
could not prove the same; and notwithstanding the fact that by ' 'filling in" at the east end of 
said crossing the bridge spanning said branch can be considerably shortened without interfering 
wi h the flow of said branch or with the rights and conveniences of complainant and at compara- 
tively trifling expense, the said railway company on the 30th day of May, 1902, caused to be 
dumped into and upon said undergrade crossing of complainant seven carloads of gravel or 
dirt, whereby said cros<.ng is so effectually obstructed and injured as to be of scarcely any prac- 
tical value to him, and said railway threatens to fill said crossing entirely. 

That this complainant has now no crossing over or under said railroad track, though he long 
ago stated to the proper representative of said company in that behalf, who interviewed him upon 
the subject, that while protesting against the filling up or destruction, or the obstruction, of his 
said undergrade eroding, if he must be deprived of it, or it-t u-e, and take a crossing at grade, 
that as his only alternative he preferred that said grade crossing be made at a point which he 
indicated about fifteen rods east of said bridge, which though greatly to his damage as aforesaid 
would be better for him than no crossing whatever. 

This complainant by reason of the premises, asks that your honorable Board make inquiry 
and investigate the matters and things pertaining hereto, part of which are herein recited, and 
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that you make snch order, or order*, in reference thereto, directed to said railway company, as 
to yon seems just, equitable and proper under the circumstances of this case and the law govern- 
ing the same. 

Answering this omplaiat the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway com- 
pany said: 

Replying to yours of the 3d instant relative to complaint of Mr. E. D. Barnett, of Linden, 
Iowa: The biidge referred to is a .five-span trestle about ninety-two feet long and twenty- 
five feet high and it, is our intention to fill this bridge, putting in an eight by eight rail top 
culvert which will afford sufficient water way without backing water up onto Mr. Barnetfs land. 
Such a culvert can be used nine months out of the year for a cattle pa«, as the creek goes dry after 
the spring rains. 

About five hundred feet west of this bridge a public highway crosses our track .which is acces- 
sible from Mr. Barnett's feed yards and we can, If necessary, furnish him a private grade crossing 
about four hundred feet west of the bridge with good ea*y approaches. 

I think after further investigation you will agree with us that Mr. Barnett has no cause for 
complaint in this respect. 

The case was the subject of considerable correspondence, Mr. Barnett claim- 
ing that the management of the railroad company had been misinformed, and 
that more careful consideration should be given his complaint. Tne Commission- 
ers in response to this received the following from Mr. H. R. Williams, general 
manager of tbe railroad company: 

8ince the matter was first brought up, we have had the present structure repaired and put in 
good shape for a year. In the meantime, we will have the drainage area carefully investigated 
in order to determine the size of the opening which should be provided to take the water, with a 
view of constructing a permanent culvert at that point later on. 

This was two years ago since which time no further complaints have been 
received from Mr. Barnett. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2637—1903. 
Citizens of Arnold's Park, 1 



v. 



I 



Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul f <4PP<"«»°» for elevator site . 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed May 13, 1902. 

The original petition in this case follows: 
To the Railway CommUsionert of the State of Iowa: 

We, the undersigned, Mayor and Councilman of Arnold's Park, Dickinson county, Iowa, 
would roost respectfully set forth the following : 

That our town contains inhabitants; that we are situated on the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. 

Paul Railway, in a good farming territory of progressive farmers; that our people have to haul 
their coal five miles or more and that there are no coal sheds or elevator located here and that the 
said Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, have neglected or refused to locate the 
same upon their right of way although they have been petitioned to do so; that there are parties 
here who are willing to erect a good elevator and coal sheds and operate the business the year 
around. Therefore we would most re^pectfull/ ask your Commissioners to investigate this 
mitter at your earliest convenience with a view to locating the same. 

The matter was taken up with the railroad company, and at a later date 
resulted in the parties being granted tbe site for building of elevator, 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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- Open fartn crossing* 



No. 2638-1903. 

L. O. Amundson, Radcliffe, 

v. 
Chicago & North- Western Railway 
Company. 

Complaint filed April 30, 1902. 

On April 30, 1902, Mr. L O. Amundson of Radcliffe, Iowa, called at Railroad 
Commissioners' office and asked that the Board investigate his claim for an open 
crossing over the Chicago & North- Western Railway leading from his dwelling 
house to the public highway, and made the following statement concerning the 
same: That he owns a farm in section 25, Lincoln township, Hamilton county, 
Iowa, through which the Chicago & North- Westers Railway company's right of 
way runs, cutting off his only way to the public highway; that the only crossing 
over said right of way now maintained by the railway company is the usual cross- 
ing with heavy gates, instead of which crossing Mr. Amundson desires an open 
crossing maintained, which is his only way to the public school and to his market 
at Radcliffe; that his barns and dwelling house are about fifty rods from the right 
of way; that there are about forty acres of plow land across the right of J way from 
over which he must pass to work it. 

The railroad company, in answer to this complaint, said: 

We have Riven it a very caref al Investigation and it is shown that by opening up a chort lane 
to the highway east of Mr . Amundson'e place, he can reach his property on the south side of the 
track. This is a little longer distance than it wonli be to open a crossing at the point desired, 
bat it will be readily recognized that, as a matter of safety, it is best to establish these open 
crossings only where absolutely necessary, as they are a source of great danger, and, for this 
reason, it is felt by the management that Mr. Amundson should arrange to use the crossing on 
the east and thereby avoid creating a situation which might at any time lead to a serious 
accident. 

While the Commissioners appreciated the condition that Mr. Amundson was 
in it was not such a case that they could order an open crossing, and the com- 
plainant had other means of reaching the highway. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2639-1903. 

A. A. Berry Seed Company, 

Clarinda, 

v. 
Chicago & North- Western 

Railway Company. 



Refusal to receive and forward freight. 



Complaint filed April 24, 1902. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

We have a quantity of corn b? ored at Sloan, Iowa, and have been shipping seed corn to quite 
an extent from there this season, as it was a good crop in that section. We have had quite a bit 
of trouble in getting the proper freight rates, however. The regular freight rate to Council 
Bluffs from Sloan is six cents per hundredweight, but to Kansas City and Atchison, Kansas, the 
through freight rate is placed at seventeen cents per hundredweight, while on the same connect- 
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lug road from the Burlington & Missouri from Council Bluffs (also the Missouri Pacific), it is 
only six cents and a fraction per hundredweight. In shipping to points other than the two 
named, on this side, the freight rate advance charges to Council Bluffs is only six cents and a 
fraction. Now, we do not see how they can charge this way. We have a good number of 
expense bills that we expect to put in a claim for, to the Chicago & North- Western Railway com- 
pany for rebate. We hare a claim in one instance where they held a shipment at Pacific Junc- 
tion for eight days, and as the shipment was for Dallas, Texas, the season was over before the 
corn reached there and was refused. We had to sell it out as feeding corn, when it was high- 
priced seed corn. The Chicago & North- Western Railway company has been acting very con- 
trary and giving us quite a bit of trouble, as they wish to ship this to Chicago, and get a long 
haul, and most of the market is in the south. We have just sold 10,000 bushels to the Atchison 
Live Stock Company, of Atchison, Kansas, and herewith enclose a letter we received from them, 
after we accepted their offer. Now, the agent says they will not let us rebill this corn nor will 
they give us cars to ship it in to Council Bluffs, having refused to do so today. We could reload 
on the Burlington cars if they would let us have the North- Western cars to ship to Council Bluffs. 
We ask that you kindly tell us if they can prevent us or refuse to furnish cars to ship our prod- 
uct in. It will cost us one cent per bushel more to reload. 

Please explain this matter fully, and bring force to bear upon the? e people that we may have 
onr rights. We have just received a message from the Atchison Live Stock Company as follows: 
4 'Can you get a Missouri Pacific car and load at once?" In conversation with the agent at Sloan 
today, he said he would not furnish another car to bill to Council Bluffs or Omaha, or furnish any 
to rebill. What are our rights in this matter, and what can be done ? 

The Commissioners upon receipt of the above took the case up by wire as well 
as by mail with the respondent railway company. Mr. P. P. Eyman, assistant 
general freight agent wrote the Board on April 26th , saying among other things: 

We have through tariffs from points in Iowa, including Sloan to Atchison, which we under- 
stand are entirely satisfactory to all shippers. If tha-e parties will put in an order with our agent 
at Sloan, advising how many cars are wanted for corn going to Atchison or other southwestern 
points, and specify on what lines south of Council Bluffs they wish to ship this corn, we will be 
in hopes to get cars for them promptly and move them loaded at onoe to Council Bluffs, or other 
junction points, for delivery to the connecting Una We are unable to get oars from connecting 
lines for this traffic, unless orders are placed with our agent by the parties who are to load the 
cars. 

The Board wrote Mr*. Eyman upon receipt of his letter again asking why the 
company declined to ship corn to Council Bluffs. Mr. Eyman wrote as follows: 

Answering your favor of April 24th with further reference to the complaint of the A. A 
Berry Seed Company, beg to say that as we understand this proposition, the shippers notify us 
that the final destination of the grain is Atchison, Kan. , and that is in no sense of the word a 
local shipment from Sloan to Council Bluffs. We are now advised that the Berry Seed Com- 
pany have placed orders with our agent at Sloan, for Chicago, Burlington & Quincy cars in 
which to handle the business through to southwestern points, and we will endeavor to furnish 
these cars and handle them in accordance with our through tariffs as promptly as possible. 
There has, so far as I know, been no question at any time as to the shipment of local grain from 
Sloan to Council Bluffs involved in this matter. 

At a later date the Commissioners wrote the complainant as follows : 

The rate fixed in Iowa by the Commissioners is a maximum rate, more than which the rail- 
way companies may not charge without being subject to the heavy penalties provided by law. 
The question in your case would be whether the haul from Sloan to Council Bluffs was a State 
shipment or only a portion of an interstate shipment. If a State shipment, then there can be no 
question as to the application of the Commissioners' rates, and the company's agent could hardly 
claim the right to refuse to bill the corn to Council Bluffs. 

The Commissioners also addressed a letter to the attorney general upon the 
questions involved, and this letter, together with the reply, is herein printed: 

May 7, 1902. 
Hon. Chab. W. Mullan, Attorney General, State of Iowa: 

Deab Sib, —A question has arisen in this office on which the Commissioners would be pleased 
to have your opinion. The case presented is substantially as follows : 
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The A. A. Berry Seed Company, of Olarinda, Iowa, had corn at Sloan, Iowa, situated on the 
Chicago A North* Western Railway which they desired to ship to some point in Kansas. Upon in- 
vestigation they found that the Iowa Commissioners' rate from Sloan to Council ^Bluffs, plus the ' 
local rate Council Bluffs to destination would be le?s than the through rate as offered by the 
-Chicago & North- Western Railway company, consequently ordered the corn shipped Sloan to 
Council Bluff •», at which latter point they expected to unload it themselves, haul by team to the 
railway which would deliver the corn to its destination. 

The Chicago & North- Western Ra'lway company declined to either bill the corn to Council 
Bluffs, or as the Board understands it, to apply the Iowa Commissioners' rate to such shipment, 
•claiming that it was not a State haul but only a portion of an Interstate shipment. 

The point upon which the Commissioners desire to have your opinion is this : Under circum- 
stances of this kind would the shipment Sloan to Council Bluffs be a State shipment and subject to 
the Iowa Commissioners' rates, rules and regulations, or is it a part of an interstate haul and sub- 
ject only to the laws governing that class of shipment*? 

Tour answer will be greatly appreciated by the Board. 

The Board of Railroad Commissioners, 
By Dwiqht N. Lewis, Secretary. 

Sirs, —I am in receipt of your favor of the 7th Instant 'asking my opinion as to whether a 
shipment of grain from a point in the State of Iowa on one line of railroad, to Council Bluffs, 
another point within the State, there to be taken by the consignor and by him reshipped to some 
other point without the State of Iowa, falls within the interstate commerce, or whether it is the 
transportation of property by a common carrier wholly within the State, and therefore subject 
to the jurisdiction of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State. In reply I submit the 
following opinion : 

The case as stated by your secretary, and as I understand it, is this : 

The A. A. Berry Seed Company of Clarinda, Iowa, have seed corn in the possession of their 
agent av Sloan, Iowa. They desire to ship this corn from Sloan, Iowa, to Council Bluffs, Iowa, 
-over the Chicago & North- Western Railway, and have applied for cars for that purpose, which 
have been refused on the ground that the transportation from Sloan to Council Bluffs constitutes 
only a a part of the carriage of the corn,* as it is destined to be shipped to points beyond the State, 
the purpose of the Berry Seed Company being to bill the corn from Sloan to Council Bluffs and 
there have the same delivered to them to be afterward shipped by them to its destination over 
another line of railway. 

I am clearly of the opinion that the contention of the Chicago & North-Western Railway can- 
not be maintained. The case does not fall within the class which has been declared by the oourts 
to be interstate commerce. 

It is unquestionably true that where goods are delivered to a common carrier which only trans- 
ports the same within the limit* of the State, and then delivers them to another common carrier 
for transportation to a point beyond the State line, the transportation by the first carrier is inter- 
state commerce, although it does not take the goods beyond the limits of the State. This was 
held in the leading case of The Daniel Ball, 10 Wall. , 657, and the principle announced therein has 
alncebeen closely adhered to by the subsequent decisions; but in all the cases where such trans- 
portation wholly within the State has been held to be interstate commerce, the goods or property 
•delivered to the carrier within the State were designed to be transported by it and delivered to 
another common carrier to be transported beyond the State, without again coming into po-ses- 
trion of the consignor before delivery to the consignee. 

In the case under consideration the property is to be delivered to a common carrier at a point 
within the Si ate, and by it conveyed to another point within the State, and there delivered to the 
•consignor. When it is so delivered the consignor is at liberty to deliver it to another common car- 
rier to be transported beyond the State, or to make • uch other disposition thereof as he may see 
lit. So far as the first common carrier is concerned, its entire responsib 11 ty ceases when it deliv- 
ers the goods to the consignor at the place of destination within the State ; and so far as such 
carrier is concerned it is purely a transaction wholly within the State, and does not come within 
the rules of interstate commerce. 

No reason can be assigned why a common carrier should refuse to accept goods or property 
tendered to it for transportation between two points within the State, because the owner thereof 
to whom such property is to be delivered at the destination within the State, intends to reship 
the same over the line of some other common carrier to a point without the State. The transac- 
tion, so far as the original carrier is concerned, begins and ends within the State, and is therefore 
not only not within the rules of interstate commerce, but is within the rules and regulations of the 
State Board of Railroad Commissioners. 
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If the A. A. Berry Seed Company wishes to ship its corn at Sloan to Council Bluffs for distri- 
bution to other points outside of the 8tate, it has the absolute right to do so, and the North- West- 
ern Railway company mu«t furnish it cars and facilities for such shipment; and so far as that 
company is concerned, it is wholly immaterial what disposition the seed company makes of the 
property after it is delivered to them at Council Bluffs. It is not an interstate transaction and 
the State Board of Railroad Commissioners has full power in the premises. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Chas. W. Mulla.n, Attorney General. 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



Application for elevator site . 



No 2640—1903. 

Joseph Whytb, kt al , Blencoe, 1 

V * \ 

Chicago & North- Western Railway | 

Company. J 

Complaint filed March 19, 1902. 

The case was an application for an elevator site in the town of Blencoe, Iowa. 
Mr. R. H. Aishton, general superintendent, in answering the application, said: 

According to our records all the land owned by this company, at Blencoe, that could possibly be 
used for the construction of a grain elevator, is now under lease to other parties, and we do not feel 
that we can consistently require the cancellation of any of these leases in order to provide another 
location at this point, which is alrealy supplied with two elevators. 

The Commissioners kept up their endeavors to do something in this case, but 
Mr. Whyte abandoned his efforts to procure the site. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2641—1903. 



Golden Star Creamery et al, Arcadia, 

v. 
Chicago & North- Western Railway 



\ Relocation of line. 
Company . j 

Complaint filed February 18, 1902. 

Complaint in this case was as follows: 

The undersigned citizens and residents of Arcadia, in Carroll county, and vicinity, represent 
to your honorable body, that the Chicago & North- Western Railway company, about the year 
1867, located and bnilt the main line of the Chicago & North- Western Railway through what is the 
incorporate town of Arcadia, Iowa, and located a depot within what is now the bounds of the 
incorporated town of Arcadia, Iowa, and maintained the same and operated the said road through 
said incorporated town until December, A. D. 1001. 

That subsequent to the time said road was located through Arcadia and prior to December, 
1001, many stores, shops, warehouses and other buildings were erected in the vicinity of the Chi- 
cago & North- Western railway at Arcadia and a town of about four hundred inhabitants was built 
up and incorporated ; that on or about the year 1806, and while the Chicago & North- Western Rail- 
way company was maintaining a depot in Faid town and operating if s main line through said town, 
the undersigned residents erected a creamery in the town qf Arcadia in the vicinity of the Chicago 
& North- Western Railway depot in said town as then located ; that during the summer of 1001 the 
Chicago & North- Western Railway company built a new track between Maple River Junction and 
West Side, Iowa, which does not pass through the incorporated town of Arcadia, Iowa, and on or 
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about December 1, 1901, they abandoned the track of said road running through the incorporated 
town of Arcadia and at the present time are not operating trains on said track or maintaining a 
depot within the incorp crated town of Arcadia, or its corporate limits. 

That the failure of said company to maintain a depot within said incorporated town, and op- 
erate its road through such incorporation is a great damage and inconvenience to the residents of 
said town of Arcadia and the general public. 

Wherefore your petitioners respectfully ask that the said Chicago & North- Western Railway 
company be required to maintain a depot within the incorporated town of Arcadia and that they 
be required to operate through said town at least one passenger train and one freight train each 
way every twenty-four hours. 

Signed by shareholders of the Golden Star Creamery Company. 

The complaint was sent to the railway company, although the Commissioners 
did not assume any jurisdiction. It developed that the real issue was the removal 
of creamery to new location, the creamery company insisting that the railway 
company should be to the expense of removal. The railroad company, however, 
refused to remove the creamery as suggested, stating that they had no objection to 
the creamery company doing so. 

Oes Moines, Iowa, December I. 1903. 



No. 2642-1903. 

Citizens of Pleasant Plain, ] 

v. I 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific \ ^construction of line , 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed June 5, 1902, 

The complainants in this case stated that the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railrway company was making a change in the location of its line which would leave 
Pleasant Plain one mile to the west, and they objected to that. Also a letter was 
received from Mr. John F. Loehr, member of the towri council, as follows: 

We appeal to yon on behalf of the citizens and property owners of Pleasant Plain, Iowa, to 
see if you can not do something for ns with the Chicago, Rock Islai.d & Pacific Railway com- 
pany. The? are leaving our town about one and one half miles and we are damaged to a con- 
siderable extent by their doiog fo. It 1h the opinion of the citizens here that they have paid or 
agreed to pay J. Harvey & Company quite a consideration to move their buildings to the new 
location with the expectation that the rest would follow. There are poor people* and widows 
that have their all here in property and wh > will be greatly damaged by the railroad pulling up. 
Is there aoy recourse? Let me hear from you. 

The Commissioners wrote the complainants as follows: 

Tour communication of June 4th to this Board received, and while It is probably true that 
this Board has no authority to render yon any assistance in this matter, complaint will be laid 
before the railroad company and it is possible that some arrangement may be made whereby the 
people of Pleasant Plain may have ready access to the new station. 

It is possible that your town may have vested rights that the railroad company would be 
obliged to respect, and if so, the courts, upon proper application, would protect such rights. 
Upon this subject it probably would be well for you to confer with some attorney who should be 
made acquainted with all the facte. 

After making further investigation the Board believed that it would have no 
right to take action in a case of this kind, and the case was closed without 
prejudice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



Digitized by LjOOQ IC 



268 TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 

No. 2643—1903. 
E. FoBBS.etal, Glidden, 1 , 

„ v * m , .„ „ [ Location of stock yards. 

Chicago & North-Wkstbrn Railway j 

Company . J 

Complaint filed June 2. 1902. 

The complainants in this case stated that the stock yards were located too close 
to residences and were very offensive to the people. The attention of the railroad 
company was called to these complaints, and the commissioners were afterwards 
advised that the yards were placed in proper condition and the use of them 
restricted, thus minimizing the unpleasant condition. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2644-1903. 

C. McClelland, Des Moines, 

v. 
Inter Urban Railway Company. 



- Farm crossing. 



Complaint Piled April 30, 1902. 

The complainant in this case called at the office of the Board and requested 
that the respondent company be compelled to furnish him a crossing. The Com- 
missioners visited the premises and suggested a means of compromise that would 
afford Mr. McClelland proper accommodation. Before the agreement was made 
Mr. McClelland died. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. ',645—1903. 

W. S. Furnas. Lisbon, ^ 

~ « », .,. \ Train service. 

Chicago & North- Western 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed April 22, 1902. 
Complaint in this case was as follows: 

We are unable to secure proper passenger accommodations at Lisbon for (he west. The 
Chicago & North- Western Railway company furnishes no passenger service from 10. 45 P. M. until 
1.48 p. M. of the next day, for the west. 

We have a number of traveling men living at Lisbon and it works a great inconvenience and 
expense for them, as well as to all of our citizens wishing to take a west-bound train from Lisbon 
in the morning. The morning train, passing about 6. u0 o'clock, stops at the Mount Vernon depot. 
It is nearly three miles, by wagon road, from Lisbon to the Mount Vernon depot. It is expensive 
and exceptionally inconvenient to hire transportation from Lisbon to Mount Vernon in order to 
take a forenoon train for the west. 

There are a large number of trains out of Cedar Rapids in all directions in the morning, and 
we need morning passenger service at Lisbon in order to make connections at Cedar Rapids. 

We trust you will take this matter up and see if you can give us some relief. 

Yonr favors in this matter will be greatly appreciated by the citizens of Lisbon. 
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Answering this complaint, Mr. W. A. Gardner, general manager, said: 

Replying to yours of the 28rd and returning copy of jour letter addressed to the Board by 
Mr. W. 8. Furnas of Lisbon, beg leave to say : The conditions at this point are exactly similar 
to those at Mechanlosyille, regarding which we wrote you on the 22nd Inst. , and the same argu- 
ment will apply. No. 8, the train which is desired to make the stop, is a through train with 
important connections, and to schedule it with any additional stops would dimply result in abso- 
lute inability to reach the terminal on anywhere near scheduled time. 

Mount Vernon being so close to Lisbon the Commissioners did not feel war- 
ranted in ordering the stopping of the trains as requested. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2646— 19C3. 

A. P. Jamison, Lohrville, 

v. 
Mason City & Fort Dodge 
Railway Company. j 



• Farm crossing. 



Complaint filed March 25, 1902. 

In this case Mr. Jamison believed that he was entitled to an undergrade farm 
crossing. A vast amount of correspondence followed the filing of the complaint. 
The Commissioners went upon the ground and endeavored in every way possible 
to bring about an adjustment. The conditions were not such, under the law and 
the decisions of the supreme court, as to warrant the Board in ordering an under- 
grade crossing. However, some time later the company made an adjustment 
with Mr. Jamison that closed the case. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2647—1903. 
Irvin P. Wright, Corning, *J 

Chicago, BurlinJton & Quincy [ ***»'&*<** »»>»*" of trainmen. 

Railroad Company. J 

The complainant in this case stated that the respondent company was not 
using a sufficient number of trainmen on its trains to properly protect them. The 
Commissioners investigated the matter quite thoroughly but nothing was developed 
indicating any neglect on the part of the railway company jeopardizing public in- 
terests. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2648—1903. 

H. P. Powers, Moulton, 1 

v * V Two stations of samt name. 

Illinois Central Railroad I 

Company. J 

Complaint filed October 28, 1902. 

The complainant in this case stated that the respondent railroad company had 
named a station in Pocahontas county ' 'Moulton," the same as an old established 
town, postcffice and railroad station in Appanoose county, thus causing consider- 
able confusion. The respondent company upon having their attention called to 
this changed the name of their Moulton to Cora. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2649—1*03. 

Citizens of Donley, ] 

v. I 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy f Petition ior d ^ oL 

Railroad Company. J 

Complaint filed October 28, 1903. 

Petition in this case was numerously signed and requested the Board to order 
the building of a new depot and the installation of an operator at Donley, Iowa. 
Mr. John P. Ward also wrote the Board urging the facilities asked. The railroad 
company, \>y Mr. H. C. Nutt, superintendent, stated that there was no necessity 
for a larger depot than was already there and that certainly no agent was needed 
for the business. He stated that the entire receipts for shipments in and out at 
Donley was but $12 per month. The Commissioners asked Mr. Ward to give them 
certain information with respect to the population of Donley, amount of business 
done, etc. , but nothing further was heard from him. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2650-1903. 

Jambs M. Sherrick, bt al , Croton, 1 

)- Street crossing. 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific j 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed October 27, 1902. 

This was a petition asking that the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway 
company be compelled to put in a crossing for public use where its track crossed 
Locust street in the town of Croton. The Commissioners laid this case before the 
officers of the company, and answer was made by Mr. Carroll Wright, as follows: 

Papers in connection with the request of certain parties at Oroton to have a crossing opened 
for public use across the tracks operated by the Chicago, Rock Island & Paoiflc Railway company 
at what is termed Locust street, in the town of Oroton, have been referred to me. 
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In answer to this request, I have to say that in view of the location of the proposed crosssing, 
this company most decline to open a way across its tracks at that point. The crossing would be 
in the middle of oar yards a short distance west of our depot ; would be a serious inconvenience 
to the compacy and a source of danger to the traveling public. There is acrossing over our tracks 
of sixteen feet in width within 250 feet of this proposed crossing. Locust street, referred to in the 
petition, is only twenty feet in width, and this crossing would be of no benefit to the general 
public, although it might be of some convenience, possibly, to two or three parties. The crossing 
Is not needed by the citizens of Croton nor the general public. The present means of crossing our 
tracks in the town of Oroton are entirely adequate, and the proposed crossing is in no means a 
necessity. We cannot agree that there is any crossing of our tracks at what is called Locust 
street. Our railroad tracks were laid through the town of Croton, and the depot located with 
its sidetracks where they are now, in 1866. There never has been a crossing of our tracks at the 
proposed location, and if there ever was a right to a street across our depot grounds at that point 
that right has long since been abandoned. 

We trust that the Board of Railroad Commissioners may at some early date personally inves- 
tigate the situation at Croton, for by such investigation we are satisfied a conclusion will be 
readily reached that no crossing at Locust street is either desirable or can be eaforced. 

The Commissioners wrote Mr. Sherrick, asking for certain necessary infor- 
mation, as follows: 

Before the Board can do anything further in this matter we must have positive information 
that the street or highway in question was either in legal existence before the railway was built, 
or else was properly and legally laid out across the railway company's right of way as well as up 
to and adjoining said right of way on either side thereof. In other words, it would not be suffi- 
cient to merely file a plat showing the location of such a street or highway across the railroad. 
There must have been obtained either the consent of the railway company for such a highway 
across this right of way or el?e such highway should be legally established across such right of 
way in same manner as is provided for opening a highway through any other private property. 
Of course, as noted above, if the highway or street was legally in existence before the railway 
was established, then it would not be necessary to take the steps outlined ia the foregoing. 

The Commissioners await your further advice. 

The Commissioners were never furnished with the information requested. 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



isio. 2651-1903. 
City of Oelwein, 1 

Chicago Great Western Railway [ Condition ol viaduct . 
Company. J 

Complaint filed October 17, 1902. 

This was a complaint that a viaduct was not in proper condition. The attention 
of the railroad company being called to it, the same was repaired. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903 



No. 2652—1903. 

City of Mason City, 1 

v. j- Condition of viaduct. 

Iowa Central Railway Company, j 

Complaint filed October 17, 1902. 

The Commissioners received the following ordinance from the city authorities 
of Mason City. 
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ORDINANCE No. 186 

AN ordinance declaring the necessity for reconstructing the viaduct of the Iowa Central Rail- 
way over East State street, in Mason City, Iowa: 

Be it Ordained by the City Council of Mason City t Iowa : 

Section 1. That, it is hereby declared necessary for the safety and protection of the public to> 
reconstruct the viaduct belonging to the Iowa Central Railway company, extending upon and 
over East State street, in the city of Mason City, Iowa. Said viaduct shall be reconstructed under 
the supervi-don of the city council and the city engineer in accordance with plans and specifica- 
tions. 

Sec. 2. The city clerk is hereby instructed to notify the Board of Railroad Commissioners of 
the passage of this ordinance, and request said Board to make an examination of the premises, 
and determine whether or not the same be necessary for the public safety and convenience. 

Sec. 3. Said viaduct shall beslxt-six feet in length, and of such height that there will be 
fourteen feet in the clear between the lower portion or said viaduct and the top of the street, and 
so constructed that the railway thereunder will be forty feet in width, and the balance twenty-fix 
feet shall be at a grade to receive sidewalk. The approaches thereto shall be of such a distance, 
not exceeding eight hundred feet, so that when excavated and paved in accordance with plana 
and specifications, it will give a clearance of fourteen feet under said viaduct. The material and 
manner of construction thereof shall be such as provided in the plans and specifications for said 
viaduct ; said plans and specifications to be approved by the council. 

Sec. 4. The city council shall consider any objections that may be made to the reconstruction 
of said viaduct, and the approaches thereto, at a meeting to be held for that purpose at the city 
hall in Mason City, Iowa, on November 3, 1902, at 8 o'clock, p. M. , and the city clerk is hereby- 
required to serve notice upon the Iowa Central Railway company of the date and place and when 
and where such objections will be heard and of the adoption of this ordinance. 

Se \ 5. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its passage and publication. 

Adopted this 6th day of October, 1002. 

Attest: F. M. Morris, 

J. H. McEwbn, Mayor. 

City Clerk. 

In answer to this complaint Mr. L. P. Day, vice president, said: 

I have notified the city that we will nob accept the ordinance, and the situation so far as we 
are concerned is this: 

The present highway under our tracks I believe is as old as the railroad itself. Some time- 
ago we received advice from a Mr. Conlogne requesting us to lengthen the bridge in order to 
widen the street which is claimed was insufficient in connection with the territory east of our 
tracks, in which he was interested. Some months ago we placed an order with the Phoenix 
Bridge company, of Phoenixville, Pa., for a new eighty-five foot span. The bridge company 
agreed to deliver the new span previous to January 1st next, and work upon it Is now in prog- 
ress. Some time ago we began to place material for the abutments to carry this span, but dis- 
continued the work because of advice from the city that they would not permit the improvement 
to proceed. The vertical clearance which this new span will give is greater than that of the 
present bridge, and is in excess of the clearance given by many of the crossings of the principal 
Btreets of Chicago where the street traffic is of course very much more important. Hie length, 
of the new span is greater than required by the ordinance. 

It is my understanding that the city having established the grade of the street in question, 
discontinued the work without conforming to the fixed grade. Apparently they desire the rail- 
road company to complete their work, and I believe that the request is unfair and contrary to 
law as well as to equity. 

We are both disappointed and surprised at the attitude of the city council, which we believe 
is not well considered. It is annoying and expensive to us, and we hope to be allowed to pro- 
ceed with our wOrk at an early date. Unless the matter is settled at once so as to permit us 
erecting the structure, which is practically completed, we will be unable to complete the work 
before some time next year, as we can neither erect the abutments nor raise our grade as con- 
templated during the winter months. 

I will be pleased if your Board can do anything to bring about a businesslike settlement of this 
matter, that will permit us to proceed with our plans for improvement. 

Considerable correspondence followed, and later the Board was advised by 
both the Mayor of Mason City and Vice President Day, of the Iowa Central Rail- 
way, that the city and railroad company had agreed upon plans for the viaduct. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2653—1903. 

Iowa Paint Manufacturing Company, 

Fort Dodge, Iowa, 
v. 
Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad j 

Company . J 



Switching charges. 



Complaint filed August 28, 1902. 

The complainant desired to know whether the respondent company had the 
right to charge thirty cents per ton for * ' simply taking a car of coal from another 
road who had done the hauling, and spot the car about one fourth mile from 
where they received the same?" 

The matter was taken up with the railway company, and Mr. L. F. Day, vice 
president, wrote the Board concerning the matter, as follows: 

I am in receipt of your favor of the 28th nit. , enclosing copies of correspondence with the 
Iowa Paint Company of Fort Dodge. The complaint is not as clear as it might be, bnt we can 
readily ascertain precisely what is reason for dissatisfaction, and will do so promptly. I think 
the dissatisfaction arises from the circumstance tbat some time ago the Chicago Great Western 
Railway (Mason City & Fort Dodge) advanced tbe switching rate of $2 per car, which had there- 
tofore covered the interchange of commodities between the companies, to thirty cents per ton, 
which business originated on their line. Our freight department then advanced our switching 
rate, to make it uniform with what we were required to pay on business, switched from indus- 
trie4 on their tracks. 

I did not personally know until receipt of your letter that the Iowa Paint Company was con- 
cerned or dissatisfied, although it may be that they have already taken the matter up with our 
people. I can say now that we do not want the switching rate to be in excess of what is rea- 
sonable; and on the other hand, I know that the Commissioners will agree that an interchange 
of switching between lines at any given junction point, must be on a reciprocal basis. We do 
not want to complain of the rate established by the Chicago Great Western Railway company ; 
it may possibly be a reasonable one ; but if it is, ours must be reasonable as well, since they were 
advanced from the same figure— our increase in rate following theirs. 

I believe it is only fair that if there is to be a reduction in rates of switching at Fort Dodge, 
it should apply to all companies doing business at that point, and believe that the Commissioner, 
will take that view of it in handling thfe question. 

In response to Mr. Day's letter, complainant wrote again, explaining more in 
detail. 

At a later date the Board was advised that the railway companies operating in 
Port Dodge had agreed upon a switching charge which was reasonable and satis- 
factory to all concerned and the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



Privilege of loading cars at Sylvia 
switch . 



No. 2654—1903. 

J. P. Biggins, Zwingle, 

v. 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 

Complaint filed September 30, 1902. 

The complainant in this case desired the privilege of loading cars with woodlat 
Sylvia switch. The railway company objected to this in language as follows: 
18 



Digitized by LjOOQ IC 



274 TWENTY-8IXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 

Referring to the complaint of Mr. J. P. Biggins, of Zwingle, Iowa, the Sylvia switch, so 
called, is located about two and one half miles from Zwingle, and about three and a half miles 
from Washington Mills, both being stations where we handle freight in car load lots and less than 
car load lots. Sylvia does not show on any of our tariffs and has never been considered a station. 

The switch is located on the extreme top of a hill. Trains in both directions double into that 
point, except when they have a very light tonnage. The track was put in particularly for the 
use of trains in doubling this hill and not for the accommodation of traffic for which there is no 
real demand or necessity, as there is no town there and nothing but one farm house in that 
vicinity. 

Last fall we did, as an accommodation for some party who had arranged with a farmer to load 
them, place some cars on this track. This was shortly after we put on the addi.ional trains on 
that line. Train No. 105 going west on one night found the cars pushed out in the main track and 
derailed at the west switch, the lock having been broken from the safety block. The superin- 
tendent considered it was unsafe to leave cars there in the future on this account. 

The amount of business which Mr. Biggins has to offer would not warrant us in furnishing a 
train except at his expense, and the amount of traffic in sight would not warrant him in paying 
for such service. 

The Commissioners, as usual in such cases, did not feel warranted in ordering 
the railway company to receive or deliver freight at a switch not in operation as a 
station. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2655—1903. 

J. F. G. Colb, Berlin, 1 

I 
Chicago Great Western Railway f Condition of farm crossing . 
Company. j 

Complaint filed August 27, 1902. 

Mr. J. F. G. Cole, owning a farm in Tama county, complained that the Chicago 
Great Western Railway company had not kept his farm crossing in proper condi- 
tion . The complaint was taken up with the railway company and the crossing was 
duly repaired . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1902. 



No. 2656-1903. 
. B. Carson bt al, Moulton, 1 



v. 



I 



Chicago, Burlington & Quincy \ R'™val of division headquarters . 
Railroad Company. j 

Complaint filed January 3, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 
To the Honorable Railway Commissioners of the State of Iowa: 

Your complainants state that they are resident freeholders of the town of Moulton. 
Appanoose county, Iowa, and have been residents of the town for the last twenty -five years con- 
tinuously up to and including the present time . 

That during the year 1881 your complainants, together with other residents of the town, 
entered into a written agreement with the Burlington & Southwestern Railway company, then 
operating its line of railroad through the town of Moulton, by which said railway company for 
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and in consideration of certain sums of money, certain concessions of land (said deeds for grants 
of land are on record in Appanoose county, Iowa, ) and labor contributed by your complainants 
and others, and said railway company agreed to and with the complainants that they would 
erect and maintain and establish a freight division point at Moulton, Iowa, which should be per- 
manent*. That your complainant and others entered upon said agreement, furnished said 
railway company with land, with money and with labor in a large sum and that upon said agree- 
ment the railway company did establish said railway division and has maintained the same until 
January 1, 19* 8. 

That by reason of the establishment of said railway division the complainants and others 
have invested in property, have built houses for tenement use, and have made other improve- 
ments of a permanent nature, relying on said division being permanent as per contract. 

Complainants further state that si nee the date of the establishment of said railway division 
the Chicago, burlington & Quincy Railway company have become owners of the property for- 
merly owned by the Burlington & Southwestern Railway Company and that on January 1, 1903, 
the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway company, in violation and contrary to the agreement 
made and entered into by your complainants and other residents of the town of Moulton with the 
said Burlington & Southwestern Railway company, have discontinued the use of said Moulton 
station as a division point, and have removed the property such as used at the division point, and 
have abandoned the same as a division point. 

Complainant says that by discontinuing the use of said Moulton station as a division point by 
said Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway company a great amount of damage has been 
Incurred to the complainants and the subscribers to the fund given to the Burlington & South- 
western Railway company. That the removal has caused depreciation in the value of their prop- 
erty, and their houses occupied by tenants employed by the railway company have become 
vacant and unprofitable. 

That by the removal of said division point it has changed the running of trains to and from 
Moulton so that the public has been put to great inconvenience. That by reason of the removal 
of said division point at Moulton, the said Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway company has 
thereby lessened its facilities and its accomodations to the town of Moulton and territory tribu- 
tary thereto, and has so arranged its train service and discontinued some of its trains formerly 
in commission, that the service is wholly inadequate to comply with the requirements and to 
handle the necessary traffic of freight and passenger of the town of Moulton and territory sur- 
rounding thereto. 

Wherefore the complainants ask your honorable body that you take such steps as may be 
deemed necessary and expedient In order to compel said railway to corform to said agreement 
made with them to erect and maintain said division point as originally was and has been since 
the year 188 1 to January 1 , 1908, and that the train service may again be so regulated as to handle the 
necessary traffic of the town of Moulton and territory surrounding thereto. 

The answer of the company by Mr. J. W. Blythe, general counsel, was as follows: 

'•In further reply to your inquiry in response to the complaint of R. B. Carson and others 
against the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway company. 

From the informal nature of the complaint and my desire to give to the Board a full state 
ment of the facts, I think it better to put it in the informal way of a letter rather than to attempt 
to follow any more technical rules of statement. 

The essential facts are that the railroad referred to was built by the Burlington & Southwest- 
ern Railway oompany, and was opened to and through Moulton about December, 1872. From 
Bloomneld to Moulton the company did not own its own track, but rented trackage from the 
-company which was the predecessor of the present Wabash Railroad company. That arrange- 
ment for trackage continues to the present time. The complainants recite that about the year 
1881 a written agreement was made between residents of the town of Moulton and the Burlington 
& Southwestern Railway company, and the complaint sets out what is alleged to be the nature, 
at least, in part, of that agreement. If any such agreement exists, or ever existed, I am wholly 
unable to learn anything about it. It is stated that the agreement was in writing. If it is in 
writing and in the control of the complainants, they ought to be required to furnish it so that it 
may speak for itself. I think it quite unlikely that any such agreement was made in the 
year 1881, as stated, for the reason that prior to that time the Burlington & Southwestern .Rail- 
way company became insolvent and was involved in litigation which resulted not only in the 
foreclosure of a number of mechanics' and material Liens against the property, but also in the 
foreclosure of a mortgage which had been previously executed and as to which it was in default. 
The property was sold under decrees of the court, and had about 1880 or 1881 passed to the Chicago, 
Burlington & Kansas City Railway company. This company operated the railroad until about 
January, 1901. Prior to that time, however, the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rairoad 
company had obtained the substantial control of the property by the ownership of its securities. 
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About January, 1001, the Chicago, Burlington & Qoincy Railroad company purchased the Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Kansas City Railway. Subsequently, about November. 1901, the Chicago, 
Burlington & Qnlncy Railroad company leased all of its railroad, including the old Burlington & 
Southwestern Railway, to the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway company, a corporation of 
Iowa. 

Upon these facts I respecf ully submit for your consideration : 

1. That even if such a contract as is referred to was ever made, It was a contract subordinate 
to the mortgage, which was cut off by the foreclosure, and which did not bind the purchasers at 
the foreclosure sale and, therefore, had no validity as against the purchasers at the sale or the 
subsequent assigns. 

2. That if such a contract was ever made and was of validity when made, it was satisfied by 
the maintenance of a division point for the term of years referred to in the complaint. This 
within the well known rule which has been recognized by the courts as governing all such cases. 
(See Marshall v. Railway Company, 186 U. 8. , 3D8. ) 

8. That if any such contract was made, the rights of the parties growing out of it are sub- 
jects only of judicial cognizance, which can only be finally, if at all, determined by the courts, 
and therefore do not lie within the jurisdiction of your Board, as belonging purely to the judi- 
cial department of the government. 

4. That the remedy in such a case is only money damages purely. Mandamus will not lie to 
compel the performance of the specific duty imposed by contract, nor wi.l the courts of equity 
have jurisdiction to enforce specific performance. Tour Board has always held that it would 
not entertain actions for money damages. 

A further point seems to be that, owing to the change of division the train service at Moul- 
tonls not so satisfactory as formerly. I am informed by our operating officers that the same 
number of trains are now operated to Moulton that were formerly operated, and that the service 
is intended to be and supposed to be, on the whole, at least, as favorably to Moulton as formerly. 
I attach time cards showing the train service before the change of divisions and the service after 
that change, in order that your Board may be fully advised in the premises. 

If further information is desired, I shall be glad to make every effort to comply with any 
requisition of your Board in this direction, and if the Board deems an investigation on the 
ground desirable, for any reason, our company will t be glad to furnish every facility for that 
and to send a representative to facilitate the inquiry. 

In the above, I have not attempted to give exact dates, and I may be slightly in error about 
some of them, as I have not taken time for looking up old records, which would involve a 
good deal of delay; but if any date is deemed material, I will, upon advice, make such further 
investigation as is necessary. 

A copy of the answer was forwarded to the attorneys for the complainants, bat 
they did not desire to carry the case further, and it was closed without prejudice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2657-1903. 

In the matter of management of "stub train" between Port Dodge and Tara 
on the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway. 

On January 6, 1903, the Commissioners addressed a letter to Superintendent 
Given of the Des Moines Valley Division of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway, as follows: 

Tour train from Des Moines to Ruthven on December 24, 1002, was several hours late at Tara. 
The * 'stub train" connecting with Fore Dodge at Tara did not wait the arrival of the Des Moines 
train, but went to Fort Dodge leaving something over twenty passengers who had to stay in Tara, 
and their being no hotel accommodations they were obliged to stay in the depot over night. 

We presume you know nothing about this or it would not have occurred. We trust that it 
will not occur again and that you will see that this • 'ttub train" makes proper connections. 

We understand, also, that this being a mixed train, at times it spends considerable time in 
switching after the arrival of the train oh the main line. It seems to us that this could be 
avoided, and we wou d Use to have you make such arrangements. 
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Mr. Given replied to the above as follows: 

I have your favor of January 6th on the above subject and have investigated this subject, 
with the result that I have today issued instructions to the proper parties which I believe will 
obviate any future complaint. 

The Commissioners have heard no further complaint. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2658—1903. 

McAuley Lumber Company, Osceola, *) 

v. I 

Chicago, Burlington 8c Quincy Railroad > *>'W™ «>al shipments. 
Company. j 

Complaint filed January 10, 1903. 

This was complaint of delay in handling coal and was taken up at once with 
the railway company. Not only the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad com- 
pany but other lines operating in Iowa issued instructions that special efforts must 
be made by employes to move coal more promptly. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2659—1903. ' 

G. Barfoot, Ayrshire, 1 

v. ! Confiscation of coal and delay in 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific | shipments. 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed January 12, 1903. 

This complaint was similar to others received during this period of the year and 
was adjusted promptly. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2660—1903. 
Wm. Southall & Sons, Pierson, 1 

_ ?* _ \ Delay in coal shipment. 

Chicago & North- Western Railway | 

Company. J 

Complaint was filed January 16, 1903. 

This complaint concerned a shipment of hard coal from Chicago, and upon the 
company's attention being called to it the case was adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2661—1903. 
E. E. Hudntjttbtal. , Carnforth, "] 

Chicago & North^Westbrn Railway f Unitm **" and <* enin * <**&—>■ 
Company. J 

Complaint filed January 20, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

As a grain and coal dealer at this place, I ask a favor of yon, if yon have the power to do any- 
thing in regard to the situation, and that is as follows : We have two railroads here— the Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific running east and west, and the Chicago & North- Western running north 
and south. Where the two roads cross there is a depot called Carnf orth Junction, and south of 
that there is another depot on the. Chicago & North- Western Railway. This last mentioned depot 
is about eighty rods from the junction. The two railroads own the land on all rides of the junc- 
tion, and there Is no way of getting there with a team and vehicle to get any one to and from this 
junction, and no way to get to platform to load and unload freight. And now I ask you to investi- 
gate this matter, not for my special interest, but for the interest of the public at large. If you 
were here at this place when the local passenger trains stop here, you could see at once the inoon 
venience to tue traveling public. As to loading and unloading freight off and onto a wagon, one 
has to carry it quite a ways, and when it is wet weather, one cannot even carry his freight to and 
from wagon. I kindly ask you to investigate at once as it has been a nuisance long enough. 

The matter was taken up with' the railway companies at once and at a later 
date the Commissioners were advised that the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
way at the point named is on a high embankment and the Chicago & North-West- 
ern road is on a trestle making it very difficult, if not entirely impracticable, to con- 
struct a road to reach the junction. The railroad companies insisted that if it was 
the highway that the complainants desired they should proceed in the manner pro- 
vided by law to open the highway. The Commissioners advised the complainants 
in this case that they should proceed to have the highway established as required 
by law and the case was held open awaiting their action. Nothing further was 
done, however, and the case is closed without prejudice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2662—1903. 



H. C. Light & Company, Brooklyn. 

v. 
Chicago, Rock Island Railway Com 
pany. 



Delay in coal shipment* 

J 

Complaint filed January 20, 1903. 

This complaint was similar to others received and adjusted in the same manner. 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2663-1903. 

Citizens of Waukon 

v. 
Chicago, Minneapolis 
Railway Company. 



1 

I 

& St. Paul \ Train service . 

J 



Complaint filed January 21, 1903. 

This complaint came to the Board in the form of a petition asking the restora- 
tion of train service that they had been deprived of on January 12th. It transpired 
that it was necessary on account of lack of fuel to abandon the train for a time and 
on February 7th all parties were advised that the train service would be restored 
at once. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2664—1903. 



S 



C. Meyers, Kingsley, 
v. 
Chicago & North- Western Railway 
Company. 



Failure to furnish cars . 



Complaint filed January 24, 1903. 

The complainant stated that he had been unable to get a car to load with house- 
hold goods to Fleetwood, Pa. , although he had had an order in nearly two weeks. 
The matter was taken up with the railway company and in less than a week the 
car was furnished . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



Discrimination against the West in ship- 
ments of coke. 



No. 2665-1903. 

A. E. Shorthill Co., Marshalltown, 

v. 
Eastern Railway Companies. 

Complaint filed January 26, 1903. 

Ttie complaint in this case was that the eastern railway companies were dis- 
criminating against the West in the matter of shipping coke from the coke ovens 
in Virginia. From the papers sent by the complainants it seemed that the coke 
companies could not obtain cars from the eastern Hoes for general shipments to 
the West. The statement was made that for the cars they did receive the shipping 
was restricted to special parties and they were not permitted to make other assign- 
ments. The Commissioners took the case up with the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission and received the following letter from Hon. J. D. Yeomans, a member of 
the Commission: 
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I enclose you a copy of a letter from this office to the Stonega Coke & Coal Company, together 
with a copy of the reply of the general manager of the company relative to the complaint of the 
A. E. Shorthill Company of Marshalltown, Iowa, on account of failure to procure can for the 
shipment of coke. It seems to us that the letter of the general manager explain^ the situation 
and the difficulty in obtaining cars for shipment. This difficulty no doubt grows out of the strike 
situation, which, as traffic assumes a normal condition, will no doubt be relieved. I do not see 
anything under the circumstances that the Commission can do in the premises. 

A copy of the letter to which Mr. Yeomans refers is also printed herewith: 

office of oxctsral manager, 
Stoneoa Ookb and Coal Com pant, 
Bio Stone Gap, Va., 

February 12, 1908. 

Mb. J. D. Yeomans, Commissioner, Interstate Commerce Commission, Washington, D. C. 

Deab Sib, —Tour letter of the 29th ult. addressed to Stonega, Va. , has finally reached this 
office. 

The letter you refer to, written by our Mr. B. B. Alsover to the A. V. Shorthill Company, 
Marshalltown, Iowa, admits of an improper construction. The facts of the case are that the 
transportation companies from whom we obtain cars for shipments north of the Ohio river, have 
for some months found it a physical impossibility to furnish the number of cars required by us, 
the demands being made upon them by the various shippers being far beyond their supply. 
Naturally, our customers have been taking the question of our supply up individually with the 
Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis and other railroad companies, and when special 
requests have been made (if there were any cars available) sometimes such cars have been carded 
to our plants on account of the consumers making such request, in the order in which requests 
were made. Yours very truly, 

D. B. Wentz, 

General Manager. 

The complainants were advised of the situation. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December I, 1903. 



No. 2666-1903. 

G. W. Brewer & Company, Hamilton, 

v. 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad (■ Loss of goods in transit. 

Company and 
Wabash Railroad Company. 

Complaint filed January 27, 1903. 

The complainants in this case stated that they had had a small loss of shipment 
of groceries and experienced considerable difficulty in getting adjustment made. 
They stated that the amounts were usually small but in the aggregate reached a 
considerable figure. The complainants were advised that the Commissioners had 
no legal jurisdiction over claims for damages but that the matter would be taken 
up with the railway companies in a general way. The commissioners in laying the 
matter before the railway companies said: 

The Commissioners, of course, are not disposed to criticise the methods of your company in 
particular, but it has seemed to the Board that in general, adjustment of small claims are 
unnecessarily delayed causing considerable annoyance and Iojs to those who are In reality 
entitled to recompense. The commissioners would like to suggest, without being presumptuous, 
that a more speedy handling of these small claims would remit in much better feeling, and if it 
can be done, sincerely trust such steps will be taken as will bring this about. 
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The companies responded promptly to the matter. The letter of Mr. L. H. 
Becker, freight claim agent of the Wabash Railroad company is as follows: 

Referring to yonr letter of January 88th, addressed to Mr. M. Knight, second vice president, 
Wabash Railroad company, regarding complaint made by G. W. Brewer & Company of Hamilton, 
Iowa, will say we have made a careful search of our records for the past eighteen months with 
the following result : 

Our claim 258175 for 81 cents received October 25, 1901, vouchered November 5, 1901. 

Our claim 283054 for 68 cents received December 24, 1901, vouchered February £, 1902. 

Our claim 285122 for $1.66 received January 2, 1902, vouchered February 26, 1902. 

Our claim 287658 for 25 cents received June 24, 1902, vonchered July 9, 1902. 

Our claim 814184 for 48 cent* received January 9th and will probably be settled in a few days. 

These are all claims filed by G . W. Brewer & Company again«t the Wabash Railroad company 
within the past eighteen months, and while there has been some slight delay in the adjustment, 
yet none of them have been quite as serious as Messrs. Brewer & Company complain of. If at 
any time these people have any claims against the Wabash Railroad company it is only necessary 
to drop us a postal card asking us for information regarding same, and such information will be 
promptly furnished. 

The letter from Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway claim department 
stated that the claims against that company filed by G. W. Brewer & Company 
since 1899 amounted to $2.31 ,4 but that they had never received them at the 
Chicago office." The complainants were advised to file their claims with the 
Chicago office of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway company and the case 
was closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2667-1903. 

E. C. F. Mohr, Wetsfield, } 

v. I 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul I '"sufficient depot room . 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed January 28, 1903. 

The complainants in this case stated that they had a depot that was only 14 by 
24 feet, very low and with one story, about one- third of the space was used by the 
agent and the balance was a waiting room so that they had no freight room at all. 
Freight was piled in the waiting room so that ordinarily there was not room for 
passengers. The matter was taken up with the railway company and the Com- 
missioners were promptly advised that as soon as it could be done a suitable addition 
to the depot would be built. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2668—1903, 

Citizens of*Elkadbr 1 

v. I 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul \ ""'oration of train service. 

Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed January 31, 1903. 

This was a complaint that trains No. 105 and No. 106 on the Elkader Branch 
had been abandoned and a citizens committee composed of Messrs. H. Meyer, 
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John Everall and J. G. Hempel addressed the Board asking that these trains be 
restored. It transpired that this train service had been discontinued owing to a 
lack of coal and within a few days the trains were restored. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2669—1903. 

In the matter of passenger fare with lines of the Chicago, Rock Island and 
Pacific Railway company, formerly owned and operated by the Burlington, Cedar 
Rapids & Northern Railway company. 

During the months of February, March and April numerous letters were 
received from citizens complaining that since the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway company had acquired control of the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & North- 
ern Railway company's lines a per capita rate of three and one-half cents per mile 
had continued to be charged notwithstanding the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway company should be permitted to charge but three cents per mile. The 
Commissioners took the question up with the management of the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railway company and were assured that the passenger rates 
would be properly adjusted upon the furnishing of a new schedule then in prepa- 
ration. In due time the tariffs were issued making the rate three cents and no 
further complaints were received. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



Failure to furnish cars 



No. 2670-1903. 

Smith Brothers Coal Company, Exline, 

v. 
Council Bluffs & Kansas City Railway 
Company, 

Complaint filed February 2, 1903. 

The nature of this complaint was indicated in the title and was speedily 
adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2671— 1S03. 

Citizens of Elwhll T 

v. 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul f Statton factltttes ' 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed February 5, 1903. 
This petition was as follows : 

We. the citizens of El well, Iowa, and vicinity petition your honorable body for better accom- 
modations in train service than we have here. We ask that train No. 4 on the Chicago, Milwaukee 
& St. Paul Railway, east bound, be required to stop here on signal to take on and let off passen- 
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gera we have, no passenger train stops here, east bound, daring the day and only one a' 11 :00 p. m. 
Passengers most get off at Cambridge, at 12:50 p.m. most wait there until 11 o'clock at night 
to get here, distant only five miles, so you see how inconvenient this would be, especially with 
women who have a lot of little children to travel with. Also is no night agent here. 

We ask that we get this accommodation as it will benefit this part of the country and will be 
only a small matter with the railroad company, as it is down grade to start their train. We ask 
that you will consider the matter and that we will hear from you with a favorable report. 

The Commissioners seat a copy of the petition to the railway company and were 
advised later that instructions had been given to keep the depot at Elwell open for 
the accommodation of passengers desiring to take the night train at that point. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2672—1903. 

W. S. Brown, Manson, T 

v. ' 

Illinois Central Railroad 



|- Failure to furnish cars . 

I 



Company. j 

Complaint filed February 6, 1903. 

Mr. Brown wrote the Board that he was very anxious to get coal from the mioes 
of the Cory Coal Company at Lehigh, but that he was unable to get the Illinois 
Central Railroad company to furnish cars for that business. He also stated that 
conditions were such in Manson that coal was needed very badly, etc. 

The matter was taken up by mail and by telegraph and the cars were furnished 
as requested. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2673—1903. 

J. E. Stachy, Algona, 

v. 
Chicago & North- Western Railway 
Company, 



Stock killed. 



Complaint filed February 7, 1903. 

The complainant stated that he owned a small farm adjoining the railway 
company's right of way, and that in driving his stock across the track a stock 
train had caught his herd and broke the leg of one cow which was finally killed . 
He said the company would not pay for the cow, giving as a reason that the ani- 
mal was iojured on the depot grounds. The Commissioners advised Mr. Stacey 
that they had no jurisdiction in matters of this kind, but would be glad to lay the 
case before the railway company for such adjustment as might be brought about, 
and the railway company made a settlement with Mr. Stacey which was satisfac- 
tory to him . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2674-1903. 

Company, Alton, 

Failure to furnish cars. 



F. M. Slaglb & Company, Alton, 

v. 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 



Complaint filed February 9, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

We are pretty badly pressed for some Iowa coal at Sheldon and other points west on the Mil- 
waukee road, and Lodwick Bros. , Mystic, Iowa, from whom we buy our coal, advise us that the 
railroad company do not furnish them any cars, or at least not sufficient oars to take care of their 
output, claiming that they were idle three days last week and two days this week, with a pros- 
pect of being idle the balance of the week. They claim the company only furnished mines with 
cars who supply them with coal. We wish you would see if some relief cannot be afforded us in 
that direction. 

General Manager Williams in response to this case, among other things, said: 
I beg to say that during all the shortage of coal this winter we have as a general proposition 
succeeded in supplying our mines in the vicinity of Mystic with a fairly good supply of cars. 
During the past few days we have not quite kept up our record, as it has been almost impossible 
to get hold of the cars, but we gave them a good supply yesterday and we hope to be able to con- 
tinue. We have given the furnishing of cars for coal supply the preference over everything else 
this winter. 

Later the complainants wrote the Board that conditions were improved and no 
further trouble was expected. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2675-1903. 

Daniel Batten, Lucas, ] 

v. I 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy j* Loss tn iranstL 
Railway Company, j 

Complaint filed February 11, 1903. 

This was a claim of $12 for loss of a roll of linoleum shipped with household 
goods from What Cheer to Lucas. The claim was later settled by the railway 
company for $3. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2676-1903. 

Citizens of Swka City ^ 

v. I 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- j* Scarcity of cars . 
way Company. j 

Complaint filed February 12, 1903. 

This was a complaint filed by the citizens of Swea City that there was great 
scarcity of cars for both grain and live stock. The complaint was adjusted promptly 
by action of the railroad company. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2677-1903. 
A. A. Shafer, Rhodes, ] 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul \ ™t*re to futnish cars. 
Railway Company. 



J 



Complaint filed February 13, 1903. 



The complainant in this case stated that be had been waiting eight days for a 
car to move his household goods in from Rhodes to Mount Vernon. The case 
was promptly taken up with the officials of the railway company and the car was 
furnished on February 17th. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2578-1903. 

F. Smith, Wellman, "] 



v. 



i 



Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific * Failure to furnish cars ' 
Railway Company. 

Complaint filed February 20, 1903. 

The complainant stated that he was unable to get cars for shipment of corn to 
Illinois Central Railroad stations. In answer to the complaint Mr. C. H. Caswell, 
division freight agent, said: 

Our peonle at the present time will not allow their own equipment to go off oar rails. We 
are, as yon well know, very short of equipment, and we have several hundred cars being used by 
foreign lines, which it seems almost impossible to get returned and for this reason our people 
have established the rule that they cannot, for the present at least, allow any Rock Island System 
oars to move off the line. 

Later the Commissioners were informed that the Illinois Central also made the 
same rule, but the Commissioners were assured that both companies would use 
every effort to keep business moving promptly. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2679—1903. 

A. C. Leigh, Lattimer, } 

v. • 

Chicago Great Western Railway ^ire set by engine. 
Company. j 

Complaint filed February 23, 1903. 

The complainant stated that he had lost about nine and one half tons of upland 
prairie hay burned by fire set out by an engine of the Chicago Great Western Rail- 
way. He stated that his hay was worth $10, but that he had asked but $8. The 
complaint was laid before the officials of the railway company, and a little later the 
complainant advised the Board that the claim had been settled. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2680-1903. 

Jambs Nicholas, Williamsburg, 1 

J 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy I FMu „ io furnish cars . 

Railroad Company, and I 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pa- | 

cific Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed February 24, 1903. 

The complainant stated that he had been waiting eighteen days for a car in 
which to ship emigrant movables from Williamsburg to Decatur. The matter 
was taken up by telegraph with the railway companies and they were urged if 
possible to do so to furnish car for this shipment. They protested their inability 
to supply the car as owing to the scarcity of cars they had ruled that cars must 
not leave their own lines. The complainant was not satisfied with this explanation 
as he stated that it would necessitate unloading and reloading the cars at Ottumwa 
which would mean additional expense. In writing to the complainant the Board 
said: 

Replying to yours of February 28th, we beg to advise that contrary to what you seem to 
think, every effort was made to adjust the matters complained of bj you over the telephone. 
Thld office took the matter up by telegraph with the companies, but, as you will recall at the 
time you telephoned, very little encouragement was given you that the companies would permit 
their cars to leave their lines, and when you telephoned the second time we had just received 
information to that effect. However, we again urged the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Hail- 
road company to send you cars if possible. 

You may or may not know that the companies are making every endeavor to meet the 
demands for cars upon their own lines and up to date have been unable to do so, so that 3 ou see 
it would be unjust to shippers desiring to ship goods from one point to another point on the same 
line to allow the cars to go to connecting lines. Under ordinary conditions the Board rarely 
receives any complaint of the nature of yours but at the present a number of complaints of this 
character have been made. The Commissioners regret very much that they have been unable 
to assist you and beg to assure you that it has been from no Intention to slight your complaint. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2681-1903. 

Citizens of Sully ^ 

v. I 

Iowa Central Railway \ Train service ' 

Company. j 

Complaint filed February 26, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was made by Mr. Henry De Wit, as follows: 
In behalf of the badness men and citizens in general of this community we beg to acquaint 
your honorable Board with the train service we are having along the branch of the Iowa Central 
Railway. We are scheduled for four trains daily except Sunday, but have scarcely had an aver- 
age of two trains daily the last thirty days and have been without freight for five days and with- 
out mail thirty fix hours at a time. We therefore solicit your efforts in establishing a more satis- 
factory service along this line. 

The complaint was laid before the management of the Iowa Central Railway 
company and the following answer was filed with the Board. 
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Replying to your communication of February 26th, enclosing complaint from Henry De Wit, 
assistant cashier of the Bank of Sally, Iowa, regarding our train service on the Newton branch, I 
beg to advise that there has been no change in the time card or in the scheduled service for that 
branch, baton account of very serious difficulties of operation daring the winter months we were 
not able to maintain our schedule, and at times were compelled on account of the severe weather 
to annul our trains. The service, however, was not as bad as the complaint would indicate, aud 
since March 1st has been very much improved. 

No further complaint was made. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2682—1903. 
Sander Ludemann et al. , Kesley, "1 

Chicago & NortJwkstern Railway [ ApplUation tor eUvator site . 
Company. j 

Complaint filed February 27, 1903. 

This complaint came from an association of farmers who desired to operate an 
elevator at the station named . The application was laid before the railway company, 
and on March 9th the Board received answer that the land available at Kesley had 
been leased to another elevator company prior to the petition of the parties named 
in this case, that they also had another application for elevator received prior to the 
one sent in by the Commissioners but were unable to grant any further sites for 
reasons stated. The applicants in this matter were so advised and the case was 
dropped . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



\ Train service. 



No. 2683—1903. 

Citizens of Sidney 1 

i 
v. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy j 

Railroad Company. j 

Petition filed March 5, 1903. 

The petition in this case was as follows: 

To the Honorable Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa: 

We, the undersigned, feeders and shippers, whose places of business and places of shipment 
are Sidney, Randolph and Anderson, located in Fremont county, Iowa, and located on the Hast- 
ings-Sidney branch of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad, desire to make the following 
protest against said company : 

That the stock yards are not large enough at Sidney and Anderson, nor kept in proper condi- 
tion to handle the stock of at least more than three loads at Sidney and four at Anderson at one 
time. 

That the water supply in Sidney is not sufficient nor in the proper place. 

That the time of the leaving of the train at Sidney and Anderson is such that if a farmer ships 
his own stock he must load his stock the night before or be on hands early in the morning, thus 
making it about thirty -six hours before reaching the South Omaha market, which is not to exceed 
seventy-five miles from shipping point. 
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That Hamburg and Riverton, both in the same county as Sidney, Randolph and Anderson, 
and located on a branch of the Fame road, have better facilities and can pay better price?, thns 
depriving us of a buyer located at Sidney and Auderson, and especially compelling shippers from 
those points to practically ship their own stock, and the small feeder who does not have a full car 
of stock to ship must wait until there are a number of loads going or be put to the trouble of 
going to other towns that have better accommodations. 

That the shrink age of a car load of stock from these points to South Omaha is from five hun- 
dred to one thousands pounds per car, entailing too big a loss. 

That if we desire to ship stook to Chicago we are compelled to wait till several are ready to 
ship and then get a special to haul up stuff to the main line, and six cars are the least they will 
run down the branch for Chicago alone. That we have asked said company to give us extra trains 
down on the branch to take stock to Omaha, and they have refused unless ten cars were promised. 

That stock within one and one half miles of Sidney depot has been taken to Riverton because 
same could not be shipped from Sidney, owing to the poor train service at Sidney. This also 
applies to Randolph and Anderson. 

That the reason *tock shipments from Randolph, Anderson and Sidney have not been enough, 
to warrant better train service, is solely because train service has be<-n so poor that stock has 
been taken that should properly come to these towns, to other towns on the Chicago, Burlington 
& Quincy Railway line. 

That Imogene is the only town in Fremont county that stock can be shipped from without 
shipping on the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway or its branches, and Imogene is in the 
extreme northeast part of said county. 

We ask your board to carefully investigate these complaints, as we believe we are entitled to 
better facilities and believe our cause is just. 

The petition was sent to the railway company and considerable correspondence 
was had with the officials of that company with reference thereto. Division Sup- 
erintendent O. E. Stewart wrote the board as follows : 

In reply to your letter of the 27th ult. would say : This matter was up and investigated some 
time ago and I gave our people reasons why we could not change our train service on the Sidney- 
branch. The business there doe3 not warrant more than one train per day each way. This one 
train per day is now run to suit the passenger service and is so arranged that passengers can leave 
Sidney in the morning and go to Omaha and Council Bluffs and other main line points, and return 
to Sidney the same day, which I think is very good service considering all things. If we change 
the time of this train it would suit the stock shippers better, but would Involve a bad feature in 
which our passengers leaving Sidney could not return the same day, so that it has been a ques- 
tion as to whether the South Omaha stock business ought to be served in preference, or the peo- 
ple in travel. I will say in reply to your note that I have given instructions about the movement 
of stock that I believe will be more satisfactory and get it to Omaha in shorter time. I will call 
on them as you suggest. 

Nothing further was heard from the citizens in this case and the board believes 
the adjustment made was satisfactory to them. 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



j. Demurrage. 



No. 2684—1903. 

F. M. Slaglb & Company, Alton, 1 

v. 
Illinois Central Railway 

Company. J 

Complaint filed March 5, 1903. 

The complainants in this case stated that the company had refused to switch a 
car of coal for them because of an alleged failure on their part to pay a demurrage 
charge on a car of brick . The case was the subject of much correspondence 
between the Board, railway company and the complainants and the Commis- 
sioners were advised later that an amicable adjustment had been reached. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2685—1903. 
Charles Pattee, Pocahontas, 1 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific .Railway } Delay in coat **>'«""• 
Company. j 

Complaint filed March 6, 1903. 

This was a complaint that several cars of coal shipped from Chicago could not 
be located, and that the complainant had been without coal for some time. The 
matter was taken up with the railway company, and after some telegraphing had 
been done it was found that the trouble was due to blocking at division points, but 
that the blockade had been lifted and that cars would move promptly. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 19C3. 



No. 2686-1903. 
C. A. Hornaday, Udell, 1 



\ 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway | 



Train service. 

J1L 13.L.A.INJJ G£ I~Ai;il*li; IVA1JLWAY I 

Company . 



Complaint filed March 17, 1903. 

Mr. Hornaday stated that he wrote the Board in behalf of the citizens of Udell 
• and the traveling public, requesting that the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
way company be compelled to stop its passenger trains No. 29 and No. 30. The 
complaint was taken up with the railway company, but cause for complaint was 
removed by the railway company withdrawing the trains named from service. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2687—1903. 

P. E Mali a, Ayrshire, *} 

v. ' 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific j" Loss in transit - 

Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed March 20, 1903. 

This was claim for goods damaged in transit to the amount of $2. As usual in 
such cases the Board filed the claim with the railway company and settlement was 
made with the complainant direct by the company. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
19 
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No. 2688—1903. 

Robert Whitakbr, Dallas Center, ^ 

i 

Wabash Railroad Company and }• Failure to furnish cars. 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific j 
Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed March 20, 1903. 

The complainant stated that he was unable to get a car at Dallas Center for 
shipment of oats to St. Louis although he had placed his order for car two weeks 
previous to his complaint. The matter was taken up with the officials of both the 
Rock Island and the Wabash Railway companies and car was furnished the com- 
plainant by the Wabash company. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2689—1903. 
J. R. Beard, Oto, 1 

I 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul I , . . ., 

Railway Company and I- Fatlure to traH$/er frei * ht - 

Illinois Central Railroad Com- j 

PANY. J 

Complaint filed March 23, 1903. 

The complainant in this case inquired of the Board whether the railway com- 
panies named in the title would be compelled to transfer freight at a transfer one 
mile from Sutherland on the Illinois Central and one mile from Rodney on the 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul. He stated that there was a switch at that point 
and that he desired to ship a car of household goods to be transferred at the cross- 
ing but that the agents for both companies claim that they could not transfer the 
car from one road to the other at the crossing. The Commissioners took this up 
with the railway companies interested and were, assured that some mistake had 
been made as the companies stood ready to receive freight and deliver freight by 
way of transfer in question. The complainant was so notified and the case was 
closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2690-1903. 

In reference to rates on soft coal from Des Moines mines to citizens on the 
Minneapolis & St. Louis Railway company in northern Iowa. 

On March 23d the Board addressed letters to the freight department of the 
Minneapolis & St. Louis Railway company and the Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific Railway company as follows: 

Please refer to your tariff No 8718 (Chicago, Rock Island A Pacific General Freight Depart- 
ment, No. 9466) t-howing rates on soft coal from Des Moines mines to stations on the Minneapolis 
& St. Louis Railway in Iowa and Minnesota, and advise by what methods you arrive at $L 75 per 
ton rate from Des Moines mines to Spencer, Langdon, Terrill, Raleigh and Huntington, Iowa. 
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Some complaints have come to the Board of excessive charges. On expense bill, to which the 
attention of this Board was called, indicates that on shipment of coal from Des Moines to Lang- 
don, 80, 500 pounds, freight charges were $28. 75 which is even more than $1. 75 per ton. 

Kindly explain this and oblige the Board. 

Mr. E. B. Boyd, general freight agent of the Chicago, Rock Isjand & Pacific 
Railway company replied as follows: 

Referring to your communication of March 23d regarding rates on soft coal from Des Moines, 
Iowa, to stations on the Minneapolis & St. Louis, as published by our Q. F. D. No. 8465 we beg 
leave to say : 

We are very grateful to you for calling our attention to this apparent discrepancy In our tariff 
and we will see that this matter is adjusted at once, as it is not our intention to provide for higher 
basis of rates between two points in Iown than the combination of locals based on actual mileage 
would make. This tariff was issued at a time when we were greatly rushed with this kind of 
work, audio was not given as careful consideration as it would have under normal conditions. 
We will see that the rates complained of by you are corrected at once. 

If you can favor me with billing reference covering the shipments referred to by you, where 
the charges were in excess of $1. 75, we will Investigate this matter and have overcharge Imme- 
diately adjusted. 

Mr. W. M. Hopkins the general freight agent of the Minneapolis & St. Louis 
Railway company replied to the letter from the Board as follows: 

Tariff No. 5718, to which you refer, Is issued by Chicago. Rook Island & Pacific Railway 
company, their G. F. D. No. 9405, and the rate of $1. 75 shown therein as stations in Iowa I presume 
is included in tariff in error, as it is not usual to publish joint rates between two points In Iowa. 
The publication of rates as shown in this tariff, however, would not have the effect of cancelling 
the rate basis on sum of local rates if such sum of local rates was less than the through rate $1. 75 
as published. 1 rust this information will be satisfactory to you. I presume in the case cited by 
you, of the car of coal from Des Moines to Langdon, that agent at Langdon was mislead by tariff, 
Into assessing charges on a higher rate basis than would be properly applicable by using sum of 
local rates. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2691—1903. 

, Brighton, 

Condition of stock yards. 



J. W. Swishhr, Brighton, 

v. 
Iowa Central Railway Company. 



Complaint filed March 23, 1903. 

Petition in this case was as follows: 

We, the undersigned residents and property owners in the vicinity of the stock yards of the 
lowa Central Railway company in Brighton, Iowa, would respectfully represent that the said 
stock yards, as located, are a menace to health and a great detriment to the value of property in 
that locality and a public nuisance. Our understanding is that this matter was brought to the 
attention of the grand jury at the March term, 1902, of the district court of Washington county, 
Iowa, but was dropped on the promise of the said company to remove their said stcck yards by 
September 1, 1902. but the said company has done and is doing nothing in that direction. We 
therefore respectfully ask that the matter be investigated and the said yards removed. 

The complaint was taken up with the railway company and Mr. L. F Day, the 
vice-president, wrote the Commission as follows: 

Your communication Is the first advice I have had as to any complaint about our stock yards 
at Brighton, and from a conversation with the chief engineer I find It is the first information 
he has had on the subject. I do not therefore know anything aboat the purported agreement 
with the grand jury relative to the removal of the said yards, as our chief engineer is Immediately 
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in charge of these buildings and can give us no information on that point. The Bit nation will be 
promptly investigated and we will do what we can to protect the citizens against annoyance from 
the stock pens. From what we know of the situation the pens are now located at the only point 
that we can place them at Brighton. As you are aware, stock yards and pens are always unusu- 
ally filthy in the spring, and this is the season when we clean them up all along the line. A good 
deal of that work has already been done and our men are proceeding with it as rapidly as possible. 

Considerable correspondence followed and at a later date Mr. Day wrote the 
Board as follows: 

I beg to advise that I am in receipt of communication from our chief engineer, under date of 
May 12th, stating that the yards at that point have been cleaned out and are now in very good 
condition. We want to do everything possible to protect the citizens against annoyance, and 
there is certainly no disposition on our part to put the residents of Brighton to the slightest in- 
convenience if it can be avoided. I have given instructions to our chief engineer to see that the*-e 
yards are kept in the best possible condition, and that no cars are left standing on the crossing 
longer than is absolutely necessary. 

No further compaint was made by the people of Brighton. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2692—1903. 
M. V. Scott, Mechanicsville, ^ 



v. . 

Chicago & North- Western Railway \ Private Crossing 



I 

Company. J 

Inquiry filed March 26, 1903. 

This was an inquiry of the Board as to whether the land owner owning acreage 
adjoining the railway company's right of way opposite to the terminus of a city 
street could compel a railway company to grant him a private way over said 
property to the street where the land owner did not own land on both sides of the 
railroad, and though the highway was accessible over his land he was advised 
that the railway could not be compelled to grant such crossing. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2693—1903. 

W. F. Knowles, James, 

v. 
Unithd States Express 
Company. 



Overcharge. 



Complaint filed March 30, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that he shipped a bundle of harness weigh- 
ing 100 pounds from La Porte to James with request that it be delivered to the 
American Express company at Cedar Falls. The shipment was four days reach- 
ing its destination because it was not routed as requested, and the charges were 
$2.65. 
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The complaint was laid before the officers of the United States Express com- 
pany and the Commissioners were notified on May 16th that overcharges had been 
refunded and the claim adjusted to the satisfaction of Mr. Knowles. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



Request that limited through train stop 
at that station on signal. 



No. 2694-1903. 

Citizens of Letts 

v. 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed March 31, 1903. 

Complainants requested that the Commissioners require the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railway company to make Letts a flag station for trains No. 11 
and No. 12. The railway company stated that they could not grant this request 
for the reason that trains in question constitute the fast service between Fort 
Worth, Kansas City and Chicago; that they were having difficulty in making 
schedule time under present conditions and could not make further stops and 
maintain the service. It transpired on investigation that Letts was provided with 
three trains carrying passengers each way daily. Further, the Commissioners 
would probably not have the right to interfere with thiough passenger train ser- 
vice as per decision of the United States Supreme Court in the case of Cleveland, 
Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Railway Company v. State of Illinois (Su- 
preme Court Reporter, Vol. 20, Page 722). The decision referred to herein will 
be found printed in full in another part of this report. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2695—1903 
O.F.Harlan, Township Clerk, Richland, "] 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul \ Cim £^ n ° f under ^ ade hi * hwa y 

Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed March 31, 1903. 

This was a complaint filed by the township trustees of Richland township, Keo- 
kuk county, that the new line of the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul crossed 
the public road diagonally and was built upon pilings thus leaving a passage 
under the track for public travel, the piling were driven exactly in the center of 
the road and on account of peculiar conditions at that crossing the teams could 
not go through. The complaint was at once taken up with the respondent rail- 
way company, On May 6, 1903, the Board was advised that the roadway had 
been repaired so that conditions were satisfactory to all concerned . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2696-1903. 

Hannum Brothers & Arthaud, Wapello, ] 
v. I 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific \ °^ rcAar S g - 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed March 31, 1903. 

Complaint in this case was that the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway 
company had made an overcharge on shipment of mixed wire fence, nails and 
staples from Waukegan, HI. While the complaint was one that the Board had no 
jurisdiction over, yet effort was made to have the matter adjusted and upon July 
9th the Board received a letter from the general freight agent of the respondent 
company, Mr. E. B. Boyd, stating that he had taken such steps as would result in 
immediate adjustment of the claim. Complainants were so notified and the case 
was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1904. 



No. 2697-1903. 

W. C. Adam, City Clerk, Elma, 

v. 
Chicago, Great Western Railway 
Company. 



Condition of undergrade street crossing. 



Complaint filed April 4, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was that the condition of roadway under the track 
of respondent railway in that town was not in fit condition for travel, and although 
the company had had ample time to fix it, nothing had been done. The case was 
brought to the attention of the officials of the railway company, which resulted in 
tne desired work being done. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2698—1903. 

G. H. Stouffer, State Center, 1 

v. \ Condition of right of way fence. 

Iowa Central Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed April 5, 1903. 

Complaint stated that the fence on the right of way touching his farm was 
burned out two years previous to the filing of his complaint, that he had requested 
the rebuilding of the fence several times without result. Considerable corres- 
pondence followed and on July 11, 1903, Vice-President Day advised the Board 
that the fence would be replaced as soon as that branch could be reached by the 
road department. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2699-1903. 

B. P. Keller, Knowlton, ] 

v. I 

Chicago Great Western Railway f Condttton of farm crossing. 

Company. J 

Complaint filed April 9, 1903. 

This was a complaint to the effect that in changing the grade of the railroad at 
that point the complainant's crossing was not repaired. The matter was brought 
to the attention of the railway company and on June 9th General Manager Stick- 
ney wrote the Board that instructions had been issued to put the crossing in shape 
at once. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2700—1903. 
S. Haynbs, Cummings, ) 

Chicago Gr^at Western Railway | Condition of undergrade farm crossing. 
Company. j 

Complaint filed April 10, 1903. 

The complainant in this case called at the office of the Board and stated his case 
substantially as follows: Undergrade crossing provided for him by virtue of the 
following agreement had become impassable for stock by reason of the heavy rains, 
causing dirt to fill up the bottom, covering the rip rap, etc. 

In consideration of the Chicago Great Western Railway company's removing the dirt at the 
ends of ihe culvert at what was formerly bridge F 281 on the southwest quarter of section 17, 
township 77 north, range 26 west, Warren county, Iowa, so as to make a good entrance and exit 
for stock to and from said culvert, we, Sylvester Haynes and Sarah C. Haynes, his wife, hereby 
grant the said railway company the right to forever maintain the wings of said culvert as they are 
at present constructed upon the laod of the undersigned and do hereby release and discharge said 
railway company from any and all claims and demands against said railway company on account 
of ihe construction of the wings of said culvert as aforesaid. 
Dated May 80, 1900. 

Mr. Haynes stated that he was aware of the trouble the railway company had 
during the summer of 1902 by reason of high water and had consequently not 
bothered them with his case, but would now like to have his crossing placed in 
good condition. Upon the company's attention being called to the complaint, 
the crossing was promptly repaired. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2701—1903. 

W. A. Conden, Ellsworth, ^ 

Chicago Great Western Railway j" Loss of Z 00 ** in transit. 
Company. J 

Complaint filed April 13, 1903. 

Complaint in this case was that a box containing a stereopticon outfit had been 
shipped from Lehigh to be delivered at Dayton, Iowa, but the box was never 
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received. The case was at once taken up with both the Chicago Great Western 
and the Minneapolis & St. Louis railway companies and the box was located and 
delivered to complainant. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2702—1903. 

Cedar Rapids Supply Company, 

Cedar Rapids, 

v . V Demurrage charge . 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy i 

Railroad Company. J 



) 



Complaint filed April 13, 1903. 

This complaint was to the effect that on a shipment of a small gasoline engine 
a charge of $2 demurrage was collected by the agent at Cambridge. Complaint 
was laid before the railway company and on April 27th Mr. J. C. Leonard, 
attorney for the complainant , advised the Board that the demurrage charge had 
been refunded. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2703—1903. 

E. B. Sargbnt kt al, Connables, } 

v. I 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific [ Station facilities. 

Railway Company, j 

Complaint filed April 13, 1903. 

The petitioners recited that the depot platform had been burned down about a 
'year ago and had not been replaced. The matter was laid before the railway 
company and the Commissioners were advised that the company had a small plat- 
form and a half of a box car at that point for some time, that it became the resort 
for tramps and through their actions the car and platform were destroyed. The 
platform was rebuilt at once. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, J903. 



Condition of highway crossing. 



No. 2704—1903. 

L. H. Paul, Wyoming, 

v. 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed April 13, 1903. 

This was complaint of the condition of the highway crossing at the corporation 
line north of Wyoming. The complaint stated that the crossing was upon low 
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ground and on account of insufficient drainage it was almost impassable a great 
deal of the time. The company responded to this complaint by putting in several 
cars of rock, placing a tile to carry of the water, etc. , and since that time condi- 
tions have seemed to be satisfactory 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2705—1903. 

S. J. Hanky, Chequest, ^ 

v. I 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific \ Overcharge. 
Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed April 14, 1903. 

The complainant in this case writes as follows: 

Some time prior to the 22d day of November, 1902, I ordered through Mr. C. W. Baker, of 
Eldon, Iowa (he being a hardware dealer of that place), four rubber tired carriage wheels, 
Intending to have them delivered at Eldon In time to ship them west In a chartered car that we 
were paying full car rates for and we did not have a half car load; accordingly we ordered the 
car for the 24th of November. The wheels were ordered from 8. O. Gay, Ottawa, 111. The car 
that we ordered was from Eldon to Stockton, Kan. Mr. Gay, of Ottawa, wrote Mr. Baker at 
Eldon that he had shipped the wheels on the 22d. 

The car ordered came on the 24th. We held it until the 26th and could not hold it any longer 
and were compelled to let it go without the wheels; so when the wheels came they were for- 
warded on to Stockton, Kan. , at an extra charge to us of $3. 09. 

The complaint was taken up with the railway company, but as it was a matter 
that the Board had no jurisdiction in and the railway company declined to make 
refund, the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2706-1903. 

F. M. Mercer, Victor, 
v. 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway 
Company. 



Condition of undergrade farm 
crossing. 



Complaint filed April, 16, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that the mud in a culvert that was used for 
a stock pass was so deep as to make it impassable for stock . The matter was laid 
bel ore the railway company, and after considerable correspondence was had the 
crossing was repaired to the satisfaction of the complainant. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2707-1903. 

Dubuqub & Sioux City Railway ' 
Company, 

v. 



Condemnation proceedings. 



Complaint filed April 17, 1903. 

This was an application for right to condemn certain lands in Hardin county- 
described in the application, but the case was withdrawn before hearing. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2708—1903. 
W. J. R. Bkck, Port Madison, ] 

v. I /v * 

St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern f ^f^tnage. 

Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed April 18, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that the railway company had allowed 
their ditches to be filled up causing the water to back upon his farm in Montrose 
township, Lee county, flooding the wells and cellars. The complaint was laid 
before the officials of the railway company and the Commissioners were advised 
that the conditions complained of would be remedied at once. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2709—1903. 

Mark Moorman, Newton, 1 

v. I 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific j" ° verchar M*' 

Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed April 24, 1903. 

Complaint in this case was that complainant bad been overcharged $9.30 on 
shipment of household goods from Sioux City to Newton by the Chicago, Milwaukee 
& St. Paul and the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway companies. Com- 
plaint was taken up with the companies interested and on August 8, 1903, the 
complainant advised the Board that his complaint had been settled by the Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific Railway coirpany. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2710-1903 

I. H. Tomlinson, City Solicitor, Albia, 1 
v. ' 

Iowa Central Railway Company and \ Condition of street crossing . 

Wabash Railroad Company. j 

Complaint filed April 24, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that the lines of the respondent railway 
companies ran parallel crossing South Main street and that the crossings were 
in such condition as to make them practically impassable. The matter complained 
of was adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2711—1903. 

Isaac Maxwell, Indianola, 1 

v ' 

^ • . ^ (• Undergrade farm crossing. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy j 

Railroad Company. J 

Complaint filed April, 27, 1903. 

In brief the complaint in this case was that the complainant who owned a farm 
intersected by the respondent railway had been provided with an undergrade 
crossing for many years, that the company now proposed to build a stone culvert 
to replace the bridge now used as undergrade crossing, of a size insufficient to be 
used as a crossing. The complainant desired that his under crossing be main- 
tained for him. The company in response to this complaint stated that it pro- 
posed to place a culvert six feet in width and seven feet in height in the clear, 
wide enough for the passage of stock. The company also stated that although it 
was believed there was no legal responsibility attached to the company in the 
matter, yet if the complainant desired, the culvert would be made eight feet in the 
clear. In response to this complainant stated that he desired to have it not only 
eight feet in height but eight feet in width. Considerable correspondence ensued, 
which resulted in arrangements mutually agreeable to the complainant and the 
railway company. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2712—1903. 

Fleming Brothers, Armstrong, 1 

v. 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 



Station facilities at Bonair. 



Complaint filed May 1, 1903. 

The complainants in this case stated that they owned and operated an elevator 
at Bonair, Howard county, on the Chicago, Milwaukee & St.Paul Railway, and that 
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said station was to be made a non -telegraphic station. The Commissioners took 
the matter up with the railway company at once and it was ascertained that there 
was not sufficient telegraphic business at that point to warrant the maintenance of 
telegraph service at that station, the population of Bonair being but fifty. The 
Commissioners requested the complainants to furnish an approximate statement 
indicating the amount of business done at Bonair, the number of cars of grain 
shipped out, the commercial necessity for telegraphic facilities, etc. The com- 
plainants made no response to this request, and under the showing that had been 
made to the Board the case was closed without prejudice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



)» Train connections . 
I 



No. 2713-1903. 

E. W. Hillweg, Des Moines, 

v. 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed May 7, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

In behalf of myself and the general public I write to inquire i{ your Board can induce or com- 
pel the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company to improve their passenger service in 
this part of the State. Permit me to cite two instances in my own experience in the past few 
day"). I am on my way from New B amp ton, Iowa, to Oresco, Iowa, two county seats in adjoin- 
ing counties, forty-six miles apart on the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway. I left New 
Hampton on No. 4, at 11:38 a.m., arrived at Calmar, 12:45p.m., the next passenger is due to 
leave Calmar for Cresco at 8:45 a.m. arriving at Cresco at 4:26 a.m., or seventeen hours by pas- 
senger to travel forty-six miles. You will note by the enclosed April, 1908, time card that a 
passenger train for Oresco leaves Calmar thirty-five minutes before arrival of No. 4. There is a 
freight due to leave Calmar at 8:40 p.m. arriving at Cresco about 10 or 10:80 p. M. , so by taking it 
the time would be reduced to about eleven hours. I am informed that a freight aometime$ leaves 
Calmar for Cresco at 2:50 p.m., but U very uncertain, as it is often abandoned, as is the case 
today. Another way to make Cresco from New Hampton (or points west) is to take No. 8 from 
New Hampton at 0:62 p. m. , arrive at Calmar 9:55 p. M. , leave Calmar 8:45 a.m , arrive at Cresco 
at 4:25 a.m., about eight hours time, all trains missing connections, possibly in the interest of 
the hotel here, which you will notice is a Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul depot hotel, their reg- 
ister showing from thirty to fifty guests per day, not including those who patronize the lunch 
counter. The main line service is by no means good. I had about two hours business at Bassett, 
Iowa, arrived there on No. 4 at 11 :10 a. m. and was unable to get out in either direction, not even 
by freight until 11:10 the next morning, just twenty-four hours later. 

Cannot something be done to secure a connection for passengers from the west for the Cresco 
line? It seems to be quite an important line, and missing connections by half an hour and com* 
polling a layover at Calmar for half a day or more is an outrage and injustice. 

I do not wi-h to secure notoriety, hence ask that this letter be not made public, but dp ask 
that something be done to improve the service. 

The matter was taken up with the railway company and connections were so 
rearranged that all cause for complaint was removed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2714— 1S03. 
Mitchell Implement Company, Fort Dodge, 1 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway f Lo5S of * oods in transit - 
Company. J 

Complaint filed May 11, 1903. 

This was properly a complaint that the claim department of the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railway company was unreasonably slow in handling claims. 
The attention of the railway company was called to the matter and the delay com- 
plained of was excused on the ground that in the removal from the old quarters in 
the depot building, papers had become mislaid, and it might take some days to 
reach cases that should have had early attention. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2715-1903 

Herman Rolfbs, Neola, "] 

Fort Dodge & Omaha Railway [ *>*ngerous highway crossing. 

Company. J 

Complaint filed May 13, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that the highway crossing on this line four 
miles south of Neola would be a very dangerous one as soon as the railway should 
be operated. The complaint was taken up with the railway company and in 
answer thereto Mr. W. B. Causey, general superintendent, stated: 

This com pan v has, we believe, complied with the statute and whatever difficulties or dam- 
aged existing at the crossing are because of the character of the crossing and topography of the 
country and ro blame can in any way be attached to this company. 

1 want to farther advise you that my predecessor, Mr. Colt, together with Mr. T. D. Healy, 
our general counsel, made a determined effort to effect a different kind of crossing with the 
board of supervisors of Pottawattamie county, but the action of the board finally compelled the 
company to make a grade crossing. 

It is now too late for the citizens to complain of the condition which this company tried to 
avoid but which the board of supervisors prevented. 

I am sure that this company tried to avoid the perils of a dangerons crossing, but the county 
authorities were not willing to permit the company so to do. 

In sending copy of Mr. Causey's statement to the complainant the board sug- 
gested that the county board of supervisors should , inasmuch as it had exclusive 
jurisdiction over highways, take this up with the railway company direct. The 
complainant was also advised that if this course did not produce satisfactory 
results the case might be presented to the Board again. The Commissioners hav- 
ing heard nothing further with reference to this complaint, the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2716—1903. 
D. R. Lang, Levey, ] 



v. I 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific j Farf * crossif '*' 
Railway Company. i 



Complaint filed May 19, 1903. 

The complainant desired a crossing on his farm placed in better condition so 
that his tenant might use the same safely and conveniently. Some correspondence 
ensued between the Board and the 'railway company which resulted at a later date 
in the matter being satisfactorily adjusted and the crossing placed in condition 
satisfactorily to Mr. Lang. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2717—1903. 

J. B. Miles et al, New Boston, ) 
v. I 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe j* f* 61 *' cro ** in g- 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed May 20, 1903. 

Citizens of New Boston complained to the Board that the defendant railroad 
company was building an underground crossing that would be impassable for loads 
of hay, threshing machines and binders. The complaint was brought to the at- 
tention of the railway company and General Manager Mudge replied that there was 
no public road at the point where the company was changing its bridge, and stated 
further that the company was replacing a pile bridge with stone masonry and 
were under no obligations to maintain such a bridge as would permit of use by 
teams. The complainants were advised of the answer of the railway company and 
made no response thereto and the Board has waited for such response since 
August 1st. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2718—1903. 

Citizens of Ewart \ 

v . J- Abandonment of station . 

Iowa Central Railway Company. ) 

Petition filed May 27, 1903. 

Petition in this case was as follows: 

We the undersigned citizens of Ewart, Iowa, and vioinity, do hereby request that you as n 
Board of Commissioners take up the matter of replacing and retaining of a station agent at this 
point for the following reasons : 
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1. That there is no place of shelter in which passengers may wait for trains, as depot is 
looked. 

2. That any goods shipped, not prepaid, are carried to Grinnell, a distance of ten miles, 
or to Montezuma, a distance of seven miles, irregardless of inconvenience or loss to the owners. 

8. That it will drive business from our town, from the simple fact that people are sure to go 
where there are shipping and telegraph facilities. 

4. That there is business enough to maintain a station agent, which we show on a separate 
sheet. 

That we can prove that this branch road, known a* the Grinnell and Montezuma branch of 
the Iowa Central Railway, was built mainly by contributions and donations of right of way with 
the understanding that there be a station located and maintained at the present site called 
Ewart. 

Representations were also made to the Board so that in sending the petition to 
the company the Commissioners said, anjong other things: 

The Commissioners understand that a very nice business has been done at this station in the 
past, and that the station has been maintained ever since 1875 up to May 10, 1908. It also seems 
that when the Grinnell & Montezuma Railroad company built this line in Poweshiek county it was 
built largely on public subscription. The notes that were given by the subscribers contain this 
stipulation : 

* * This note valid on condition said company establish and maintain good and suitable depot 
«t point of intersection with section line between section 21 and 20, Pleasant township. ' 

And as the commissioners understand* it the stock that was issued when these notes were 
paid contained the Fame statement. 

The distance between Grinnell and Montezuma is thirteen miles by rail, and it is stated to 
be about seventeen miles by wagon road. 

In answering this complaint the railway company insisted that there was not 
enough business to justify the expense of maintaining the station. However, the 
railway company granted the request of the petitioners and the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2719—1903. 
Citizens of Hands 1 

V. i 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul j" Abandonment of station. 
Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed May 28, 1903. 

The petition in this case was as follows : 

We, the undersigned patrons of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway desire to protest 
•gainst the action taken by the company in closing Rands station. We take the movement as an 
invitation to transfer our patronage to the Chicago Great Western and other roads that are very 
soon to be convenient to us. 

We have been shippers over the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul road and think they are not 
treating us right, taking out the system of telegraphy. They lost four car loads of stock last 
week by not having a telegraph system here. 

It seemed that the petitioners were in error with reference to the abandonment 
of the station as the company only removed the telegraph instrument as the tele- 
graph business at that point did not warrant the expense attached to keeping a 
telegraph office. This explanation seemed to be satisfactory and the case was 
closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2720-1903. 

Ewer Brothers, Bagley, 1 

v. I 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul *j nratna X'- 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed June 1, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

We own the south half of section 4, township 81, range 81,- Guthrie county. The Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway runs through it east and west. On the west end they have quite 
a deep cut which extends on to the southeast quarter of section 5. The railroad company brings 
the water east through the cut from section 5 and dumps it out on both sides of the track on our 
land, which has caused us considerable damage the past year and will cause much more this year 
unless something is done soon. We have repeatedly called the roadmaster's attention to it, and 
not getting results we wrote the superintendent in regard to it a few weeks ago, but up to the 
present writing he seems to ignore our requests the same as the roadmaster, therefore we appeal 
to you. 

The complaint was taken up with the officials of the Chicago, Milwaukee & 
St. Paul Railway company and Mr. H. R. Williams, general manager, explained 
the situation by the following letter: 

Replying to your favor of June 1st addressed to President Earling enclosing copy of com- 
plaint received from Ewer Brothers of Bagley, Iowa, in regard to drainage conditions in the 
vicinity of their property, in sections 8 and 4, about two miles west of Bagley— beg to advise that 
I have had the matter carefully investigated and find the facts in the case to be as follows: 

In 1001 our grade line in that vicinity was changed but does not reach back further into 
section 6 thin it did previously so that water does not come now from any farther west than it 
has heretofore. There was originally a 24-inch pipe culvert about eight hundred and seventy 
feet west of the overhead highway bridge at the west end of their property. This was previous 
to the change in grade and when our track was considerably higher at that point than now. 
The culvert was put in to aid in carrying off water from the surrounding land in the depression 
in which the culvert was located— in all about fifteen or twenty acres. We found after putting the 
culvert in, however, that the land in that immediate vicinity had no natural drainage and that 
the water simply collected in the culvert and in the lowest places in the depression near there 
and remained there. The amount of water collected at this point was never sufficient, however, 
to cause the railway company any inconvenience or so far as we could learn, do any considerable 
damage to adjoining property. 

When the grade line was changed this culvert was taken out and the water from this small 
area has since been carried eastward through our cut and it is this water that Ewer Brothers 
complain of. The drainage of this small area has no doubt been of some benefit to Ewer 
Brothers' neighbor on the west, but as it never did any damage before when collected prac- 
tically all in one place. I fail to see how the water drained from so small an area could do any 
considerable damage to Ewer Brothers' land, especially when you consider that the water is 
practically all carried on our right of way. There was a ditch along the embankment just west 
of onr pile bridge towards the east end of their land which was filled up when the change was 
made, and a new one made farther out. If this ditch has since filled up, we will take steps to see 
that it is opened up again. 

In conclusion I wish to state that we have allowed them to change the channel of Mosquito 
creek from the pile bridge near the east end of their property east 700 feet to 1, 000 feet, placing it 
partially or wholly on our land. 

We also did a large portion of the grading for changing the channel of this creek, using the 
material for enlarging our embankment, but derived no benefit from the change. Our engineer 
who had charge of this work advises that he met the Ewer Brothers frequently and that 
they never made any complaint to him in regard to anything in connection therewith, and I 
think you will find on giving the matter further thought, that they have no legitimate grour ds 
for complaint. 

A copy of Mr. Williams' letter was sent the complainants but as they made no 
response it may be reasonably presumed that such steps were taken to remove 
cause for their complaint. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2721—1903. 

Citizens of Durham, 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy f ^^onment of station. 
Railroad Company. j 

Complaint filed June 10, 1903. 

The petition in this case was as follows: 

Your petitioners In their own behalf and on behalf of a large number of persons residents of 
the town of Durham and vicinity respectfully represent : That for many years last past the Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad company has kept and maintained a station, ticket and 
freight office, side tracks and such other building* ar.d erections as are necessary for the handling 
of freight and taking and letting off of passengers at the, town of Durham in Marion county, 
Iowa. 

That the said buildings were built in part by donations from your petitioners and others inter- 
ested in having a freight and passenger station at the place mentioned, said contributions 
amounting In the aggregate to the sum of about four thousand dollars and were made with the 
distinct and positive agreement on ihe part of the railway company that said depot was to be 
maintained and conducted in the usual manner of railway stations of like character and that the 
said company would at all times keep and maintain i he 6ame as a freight and passenger depot 
and keep the necessary force and employes at the station aforesaid for the proper and convenient 
service of the public doing business with said company at the town of Durham, including a 
ticket and telegraph agent and per sons* to look after the loadir g of cars and hand lit g of freight 
and do all things which the traffic of said station might reasorably demand. 

That on the 20th day of May, 1903, the said company in violation of its contract and of its 
duty to the public as a common carrier and to the detriment and damage to a large number of 
persons and the interest of the public generally, removed its ticket and freight agent from said 
depot, *nd all its employes formerly kept on duty at said station, and locked up the station 
house, including waiting room, ticket office and freight and baggage room and refused to keep the 
said building open to the public desiring to transact business with said company or to furnish 
any facilities to the public or to persons having business with said company at said station, and 
as a result thereof your petitioners and all persons desiring to make shipments of freight from 
said station are compelled to go to the next nearest station, being the station recently erected at 
Harvey, being about four miles distant by highway, in order to obtain the services of said com- 
pany in making shipments of freight from the town of Harvey aforesaid and to obtain cars for 
the shipment of stock and to properly bill the same, that cars placed on the side t» ack for loading 
at said station are left to stand without the care or supervision of any employe or agent of the 
company and at the risk of the parties using the same, all to the damage and injury of petition- 
ers and all other persons transacting business with said company at said station aforesaid. 

Wherefore your petitioners ask that said railway company may be ordered and compelled to- 
keep and operate its said station of Durham in the same manner that stations of like character 
are managed and operated and provide and keep suitable facilities for the receiving and handling; 
of freight as provided by law and in compliance with the terms of its contract. 

A copy of the petition was sent the respondent railroad company, and Mr. W. 
D. Eaton asked that they be furnished with a copy of the agreement referred to. 
In response to this request the petitioners said that the contracts referred to were 
1 'largely oral" but could be fully proven by living witnesses. The Commissioners 
advised the company of this statement of the petitioners and at a later date the 
Board was advised by Superintendent H. C. Nutt that he had been recently at 
Durham ' ' and made arrangements for one of the citizens there to act as our 
agent." 

This disposition of the .matter was satisfactory to the petitioners. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



20 
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No. 2722—1903. 

Board of Trustees, Buckingham 

Township, Tama County, 

v. - Drainage. 

Chicago & North- Western Railway 

Company. 

Complaint filed June 13, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

For cause of complaint against the Chicago & North- Western Railway company, your com. 
plalnants show : 

L That they are the hoard of trustees of Buckingham township, Tama county, Iowa, and 
are charged by law with overseeing work upon the public highways of the said township and with 
keeping said highways in proper repair. 

2. That on or about the year 1899 a railway was constructed through said town hip, running 
north and south, and passing through sections 2 and 11 thereof and crossing the public highway 
that runs east and west between said sections, which railway is now owned and operated by the 
said Chicago & North- Western Railway company. 

a That prior to the building of the said railroad, there was a low piece of land or basin into 
which a considerable tract of land drained and Into which the surface water of said tract was 
carried, lying just north of said highway. That the said low land was drained by a natural water 
•course and well-defined passageway and channel across the said public highway in a southwesterly 
direction Into section 11 and thence into a small creek lying beyond. That where the said high- 
way crossed the highway from section 2 into section 11 a culvert was built that afforded ample 
passage room for the water and made the highway passable at all times. That the water did not 
accumulate in this low ground prior to the building of the railroad but passed off through this 
-channel and culvert. 

4. That in the construction of said railroad and embankment or road bed for the track was 
built north and south through this low piece of land and across the said public highway, the said 
-embankment being constructed several feet high and above the surface of the land. The said 
embankment crosses the public highway at that point where the culvert and waterway had thereto- 
fore been, and in the construction the culvert was torn out and the waterway crossed b v a solid 
-embankment. That a culvert was placed under the said railroad some twenty rods north of this 
point, but that it does not drain the low land for the reason that it is not low enough, and that no 
other provision was made for the drainage of r aid low land. 

5. That all of the water that form* rly passed off through this waterway and culvert is now 
-dammed back into that part of the said low land that lies east of the railroad and there accumulates 
and sta ids until it evaporates or soaks away. That because of the said construction the said 
public highway is and for many months during the years 1902 and 1908 has been entirely covered 
with water just east of the said railroad bed and is therefore impassable and rendered entirely 
useless. 

6. That the said company should and could with reasonable expense replace under their track 
and through their roadbed the said waterway and drainage passage and allow the water to pass 
off southwest aa formerly. Or they could construct a ditch along the east side of their roadbed 
to the creek. 

7. That the said company has been repeatedly notified of the said flooding and requested to 
provide proper drainage, but has refused and neglected to do so. 

8. That It is important that the highway be immediately made passable, for that many 
children must pass along it or around it every day to attend the public school of that district. 

9. That the plat hereto attached and made a part hereof, Is a true plat of the premises. 
Wherefore by reason of the facts herein set out your complainants pray that such relief may 

be given them as is equitable and proper. 

The complaint was taken up with the general management of the Chicago & 
North- Western Railway company, and Mr. W. A. Gardner wrote the Board on 
Jane 22d that further drainage would be provided as requested; the complainants 
were so advised and the adjustment was satisfactory to them. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2723-1903. 
Mason City & Fort Dodge 1 

Railroad Company, [ Condemnation of land at Oelwein. 

v - I 

Richard Rundlb. J 

Application filed June 20, 1903. 

In this application the Board gave the usual notices and had a hearing on the 
premises, but reserved decision until further notice from the railway company. 
The case is now closed without prejudice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2724—1903. 

B. F. Rusher, Linnburg, 

v. 
Chicago & North-western Railway \ Failure *> Ornish cars. 
Company. 

Complaint filed June 20, 1903. 

The complainant desired cars for shipment of sand and also complained of un- 
reasonable delay in handling the shipments. The company through its superin- 
tendent, Mr. Wm. D. Hodge, stated that it was the intention to remove cars 
promptly and it was evidently some misunderstanding which he would try to have 
avoided in the future. Mr. Hodge's answer was sent the complainant and the case 
was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2725—1903. 

Citizens of Beloit, 

v. 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 



Telegraph facilities. 



Complaint filed June 24, 1903. 

The petitioners in this case complained that by reason of the railway company 
removing the telegraph operator, the shippers were greatly discommoded and 
asked that the telegraph office be reinstated. In answering this complaint Mr. H. 
R. Williams, general manager, said: 

I have gme into this matter carefully and And that the receipts from the telegraph business at 
that point for the fonr months ending April, 1908, average less than $4 per month, and in view of 
this fact I do not think we would be warranted in maintaining an agent at that point who is a teleg- 
rapher. With the increasing popularity of the telephone I presume the people of Beloit will not 
be without these accommodations, and I hardly think they will be inconvenienced by our action 
to any considerable extent. 

The station will remain, of course, as before, a full-fledged freight and passenger station, the 
only change being that the telegraph instruments have been removed. 
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Mr. Williams' statement was sent to Hon. Geo. E. Henderson, mayor, for the 
petitioners, and as no further statements were made by the complainants the Com- 
missioners believed the explanation satisfactory, and the case was closed without 
prejudice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2726—1903. 

S. T. Churchill, Arthur, 1 

v. « 

Chicago & North- Western Railway [ raina £ e * 
Company. j 

Complaint filed June 26, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

We have a piece of road running along the Chicago & North- Western Railway which has been 
impassable for the past eight weeks caused by railroad company not furnishing water way under 
their track so water can drain off. This road is located in northwest quarter section 20, Blain 
township, Ida county, Iowa. Party owning land north of road has been allowing teams to go 
through bis land but has shut them out now and we are obliged to close one mile of the road. 
This is one of the main traveled roads of the township and should be kept open for travel, but 
until the railway company does something to let the water out it is impossible for us to work the 
road. The officials of the Sioux City division have been notified several times regarding this but 
do not seem to be inclined to do anything to remedy the matter so we call on you to write them 
and see what can be done to have this road opened for travel at once. 

The answer of the railway company follows: 

The Chicago & North- Western Railway company, for answer to the several complaints of S. 
T. Churchill of Arthur, Iowa, respectfully represents that the original complaint of Mr. Churchill, 
dated June 25, 1903, stated as cause of his complaint, that the said railway company was ' *not 
furnishing water way under their track so water can drain off. " It appeared upon examination 
that the highway, the drainage of which it is complained is interfered with, runs parallel with the 
tracks of the North- Western company, and that at the point of controversy the railway company 
has two pile bridges, aggregating ninety-six feet in length, which afford ample drainage for the 
place complained or, while the highway along the same distance has only two small boxes 
and a bridge about twenty feet in length. When this situation was suggested to Mr. Churchill he 
filed a second complaint alleging that * 'the railway company has provided a bridge large enough 
to carrv the water off but they have allowed their ditch to fill up with dirt washed off the high 
land so the water runs away from the bridge and causes it to overflow the public highway and 
make the road impassable in wet weather." 

An investigation of the locality discloses that the cause of the flooding of the highway is want 
of care on the part of the road supervisor, or other proper officers, in not maintaining the ditch 
along the highway immediately outside of the right of way of the Chicago & North- Western Rail- 
way company. This ditch, properly maintained, will obviate the situation complained of by Mr. 
Churchill. 

We respectfully suggest that it is not the duty of the railway company to perform the duties 
of the road supervisor, and that if the highway authorities will maintain their ditch along the 
highway it will entirely obviate the trouble complained of by Mr. Churchill. 

A copy of the answer was sent the complainant and he was asked, if it was his 
wish to carry the case further, to file such statements in rebuttal thereto as he 
might desire . Nothing further was heard from him and the case was closed without 
prejudice. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2727-1903. 



Citizens of Pocahontas bt al., "} 

v » I Train service of the Gowrie-Sibley 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific [ Branch. 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed June 27, 1903. 

The Commissioners received petitions in this case from the citizens of Ware , 
Moneta, Palmer, Laurens, Manson, Sibley, Melvin, Somers and Plessis, protesting 
against the abandonment of passenger train service upon the Gowrie-Sibley branch 
of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company. The Commissioners 
print herewith only one of the petitions, as they are in the main identical: 

We, the undersigned, residents and citizens of the town of Pleeais, being located on a 
branch of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company running from Gowrie to Sibley, 
lowrf, a distance of one hundred and ten miles, respectfully state to your honorable body that up 
to the 18th of August, 1906, the Rock Island Railway company ran a passenger train oyer said 
line each way every day, that said passenger train, up to August 16, 1906, being the date on 
which it was taken off, left Sibley every day, excepting Sunday, at 10.50 a. m. , and arrived at 
Gowrie, Iowa, at 8.15 p. m., at which place it was turned around and left Gowrie at 4.06 p. M., 
arriving at Sibley at 8. SO P. m. , that on August 16, 1903, said railway company discontinued said 
passenger train, and there is now bat one regular train each way every day, being a freight train 
which leaves Gowrie at 7. 80 in the morning and, when on time, arrives at Sibley at 5. 80 in the 
evening, and the freight train running south leaves Sibley at 6. 80 in the morning and arrives at 
Gowrie at a 05 in the afternoon. That occasionally additional trains are run up and down the 
track, but they are extras and of no benefit to the traveling public. • 

That between Sibley and Gowrie there are seventeen intervening stations, none of which 
have passenger service, excepting by means of this freight train, excepting those towns which 
are located on other roads. 

We would therefore petition your honorable body to take up an investigation of this matter 
at once, to fix a time for a formal hearing, and if the facts justify it to require the Rock Island 
Railway company to give us better passenger facilities and to give us at least one passenger train 
each way each day. 

The Commissioners took the matter up promptly with the railway company and 
Mr. C. A. Goodnow, general manager said: 

Replying to your favor of the 17th Inst, relative to complaint of the buisness men of Poca- 
hontas, regarding a reduction in our train service on our Gowrie branch: The passenger 
train which has heretofore operated over the line between Sibley and Gowrie has 
earned less than thirty (80) cents per mile. Under these circumstances we feel that since this 
train fell so far below the cost of the service that we could not continue It. We believe that we 
have furnished under the new schedule adequate service for the territory referred to. I shall be 
glad to furnish you any further information that you may desire. 

Subsequent to the foregoing the Board received many letters from the different 
residents along this branch line urging that a freight train each way per day carry- 
ing passengers was not proper passenger train service. It was shown that the 
running time of this train was less than twelve miles per hour when on time, also 
that the interests tributary to this line were considerable, the country practically 
new and development progressing rapidly so that after carefully considering all the 
phases of the question, and after having a personal conference with the officials of 
the railway company the Commissioners wrote the railway company their views as 
follows: 

The Commissioners direct me to write you their opinion concerning the Gowrie-Sibley branch 
train service. * * * 

Conceding the fact that the passenger trains upon the branch in question are operated by the 
company at a loss, yet as common carriers, with the duties it owes the public as such, and know- 
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ing the company to be solvent and doing a profitable business, considering its whole system, it is 
the opinion of the Commission that it is the clear duty of the railway company to restore the 
train service upon this 110 miles of railway. In considering this question the Commissioners 
would be permitted, under the decisions of the courts, to attach but little importance to the fact 
that your company is operating freight trains upon which passengers may be carried. The 
freight trains of today are not considered or regarded as a safe method of transportation for pas- 
sengers. To be sure, they may be used to advantage by a certain class of passengers, but speak- 
ing generally, they are not such a safe, convenient and adequate passenger service as the law 
imposes upon a common carrier of passengers. 

It is also the opinion of the board that when your company abandoned the passenger service 
upon this line, it abandoned a duty which, as a common carrier, it owes the public, and that it 
would be a discrimination against the seventeen towns and territory tributary thereto to refuse 
to restore this train service. If the action taken by your company was merely a reduction of the 
number of passenger trains, the position of the company would be much stronger, mo-e reason" 
abl*> and consistent perhaps, but where the service is abandoned entirely, as in effect it is in this 
case, it seems to the Commission that it is an abandonment of a public duty which the company 
owes to the people along this line of road. In the judgment of the board the courts of this State 
would not permit such a state of affairs if the same were brought to their attention, for the decia 
ions of the courts are against the position taken by the company; that is. that the earnings of 
their passenger trains should be the controlling reason for the action of the company. 

The section of the county through which this line runs Is a rich and productive one. It is all 
under improvement and is a well settled part of the State. New business firms are being organ- 
ized at the various towns along this line, and the Commissioners believe that with proper enoour- 
agement this branch line will not only oontinue to give you increased earnings In the freight 
department , but that the passenger earnings will also be remunerative. 

The Commissioners have arrived at the above conclusions after considering all the facts and 
circumstances connected with the matter. 

In response to this letter the company restored the train service as requested by 
the petitioners and the case was closed . 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2728—1903. 
G. P. Arnold, Garden Grove, 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- \ Private crossin Z- 
road Company. 



Complaint filed June 27, 1903. 

Mr. Arnold's complaint was in the following manner. 

I enclose herewith a letter from Mr. G. W. Fabens, an official of the Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy Railroad company. The subway in question is of great convenience to my farm and its 
abolition will be severely felt. 

No grade crossing can be established that will serve my purpose nearly so well. There is no 
water in the farther side of the subway pasture, and the subway connects the homestead and barn 
with 640 acres of land that I use largely for pasturage . I now file my protest against the filling up 
of the subway under the said Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad track and respectfully ask, 
that if it ii within the purview of your powers, that you make your protest effective. It may be 
remarked in this connection that I have enjoyed a subway at this point for over twenty- five years, 
and that some years ago when the bridge at this point was filled, the present subway was left for 
my especial convenience. I will be glad to furnish you a plat of my premises showing the approxi* 
mate location of the subway in question to the other fields of the farm, the location of buildings 
and general arrangements of the premises. 

A copy of the paper which Mr. Arnold referred to is inserted herewith: 

The contract which you have had with the railroad company for an under crossing at bridge 
22A, near Garden Grove, expired May 5, 19*3. Inasmuch as the bridge will have to be rebuilt or 
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filled we have decided to take advantage of the terms of the contract, which gives us the right 
to fill this bridge and close up the under crossing at the expiration of the contract. 

The Commissioners acknowledged receipt of the complaint advising the com- 
plainant that the case would have to be taken up on its merits, the Commissioners 
not having authority to enforce contracts, etc. The legal department of the rail- 
way company in answering this complaint said: 

In the spring of 1808 the company intended to fill in this bridge and had the material on the 
ground for so doing Mr. Arnold objected to this being done, and after some negotiations a 
written agreement was entered into between Mr. Arnold and the railroad company which pro- 
vided that the railroad company should maintain the bridge as an under orossing for ten years 
from May 15, 1883. This contract also provided: * 'That after the expiration of said ten years 
said under crosing may be closed up if said first party (the railroad company) so desires. " Ton. 
will see, therefore, that the company in closing up this opening is simply doing what Mr. Arnold 
agreed it might do and have the right to do. I think the facts mint have escaped Mr. Arnold's- 
memory, as from what I know of him he is not the kind of a man who would undertake to escape 
the obligation of any agreement which he might make. 

I am advised that Mr. 'Arnold already has two private crossings on his farm, one 050 feet east 
and the other 850 feet weat of tin old subway. He already has one more than he is entitled to 
under the statutes. It does not seem to us that we ought to be called upon to build any more 
crossings on this farm. A-* your board well knows, every additional crossing increases the danger 
in operating the road, not to speak of increasing the expense. 

Mr. Arnold insisted that inasmuch as the railroad has seven-eighths of a mile 
through bis farm that he was entitled to an open grade crossing in lieu of the sub- 
way that had been filled. The company insisted that it had a right, under the 
written agreement with Mr. Arnold, to close the subway, but offered, in order to 
close the gates, to place a grade crossing about five hundred feet northeast of the 
old bridge and fit it with cattle guards, wing fences and gates. If they did this, 
however, they would have to take out both of the other grade crossings, as the 
company did not feel warranted in maintaining an expensive grade crossing such 
as described while at the same time maintaining other crossings on the same farm. 
As this proposed disposition of the complaint seemed to the Commissioners to be a 
fair proposition the Board took no further action in the case. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2729-1903. 

C. C. Smith, Some re, 1 

v. I 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific [ CondUton of stock yards . 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed July 1, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was to the effect that the stock yards at Somers were 
•located within 200 feet of the business part of the town, and were almost in the 
center of a natural water way, that the conditions were such that it made the 
yards a nuisance to public health and the Board was asked to take action. In 
response ta this complaint the railway company cleaned the yards, but this was 
not satisfactory to the complainants and the Board was advised later that the city 
would proceed in another way to have the matter adjusted and the case was 
closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2730—1903. 
O. T. Watland, Mayor, Huxley, 

V. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 



Speed x>f trains through town. 



Complaint filed July 6, 1903. 

Mr. Watland filed complaint in this matter as follows: 

I wish to enter com plaint in regard to the speed of the railroad train running through this 
town. The passenger going east about 12.80 at noon fails to catch the mail very often and it 
seems to be on acount of the high speed of the train. I would like to have them slow up to about 
twenty miles per hour. Our town is one mile square and they make the distance in about 
one minute. 

We have 300 people inside the limits although some map? give it fifty or one hundred but that 
wai before the town was known to be one mile square. We think with the number of people 
here and ths thic dy settled farming community we should have better train service. 

Mr. H. R. Williams, general manager of the Caicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway company, wrote the Board as follows: 

With reference to failure of train No. 4 to catch mall at that point: I am advised that this 
tr lin has failed to catch the mill bnt once in the past sixty or ni lety days, and there is therefore 
no reasonable ground for complaint on that score. 

Huxley U a very small place and I confess t do not see the necessity of slowing up trains to 
twenty miles per hour. There is but one public crossing inside the switches, which is a country 
road, and trains can be sean a long distance in both direations. Our tracks through Huxley are 
almo it straight. In view of these facis we do not feel that there is any danger whatever in 
running trains at a high rate of speed th-oagh thU place and I think on further consideration 
you will agree with me. 

A copy of the foregoing was sent Mr. Watland and as nothing further was 
h3ard from him the case may hi regarded as closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December, 1, 1903. 



No. 2731-1903. 

Louis E. Bigler, Wadena, 1 

v. I 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul f T'^graph facilities 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed July 10, 1903. 

Mr. L. E. Bigler, postmaster, complained that the railway company had 
abandoned Wadena as a telegraph station, and that the people at that place were 
anxious to have the same restored. Mr. H. R. Williams, general manager of the 
railway company, said in answer to this complaint that the amount of telegraph 
business done at that point would not warrant the company in maintaining a tele- 
graph station there and providing an agent who was an operator; further, from 
the very small amount of business done, it could hardly be said that telegraph 
facilities at that point were a necessity. As the population of Wadena is less than 
two hundred the Board took no further action in the case, other than to send a 
copy of Mr. Williams' statement to the complainant, who made no response thereto. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2732-1903. 

L. B. Hanna, Postal Clerk, Austin and ] 

Albia, I Improper conditio* of engine 

v . [ No. 40. 

Iowa Cnbtral Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed July 13, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

I beg to call your attention to the fact that engine No. 40, in use on the Iowa Central, has 
jumped the track five times in the past four weeks, and also that this is a common occurrence for 
this engine. This is the engine that jumped the track July 4, 1002, near Hampton, Iowa, in which 
two postal clerks lost their lives, and the postal clerks ride in car behind this engine. Will yon 
give this yonr kind attention? 

Jumped the track this forenoon north of Bddyville. 

The matter was brought to the attention of Vice President L. F. Day of the 
Iowa Central Railway company and on July 16th he wrote the Commission that the 
engine would be taken out of service until the cause for derailment had been ascer- 
tained. On July 30th Mr. Hanna wrote the Board again stating that the company 
had again placed the engine in active service and he would like to have report 
showing the cause for the derailment. The Board again communicated with Mr. 
Day and elicited from him the following: 

This will acknowledge receipt of yonr favor of the 31st nit. with enclosure from Postal Olerk 
L. B. Hanna, relative to engine No. 40. We have never had any trouble with this engine, and do not 
anticipate any. I do not think my letter to yon on this subject, written July 16th, was as clear as 
it should have been, or as I thought it was, since in the first part of it I spoke of the trucks of 
engine No. 40 leaving the track. This is an error, as indicated by the latter portions of the same let- 
ter, it being the trucks of engine No. 40*s tank that left the track. This tank has been taken out of 
service and another tank with which we have never had any trouble has been connected up with 
engine 40, which is again in service. I assume that Postal Olerk Hanna was without this informa- 
tion when he wrote you on the 80th ult. 

This explanation being satisfactory the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2733-1903. 

M. D. Stoner, Iowa City, 1 

~_ « t V ' ^ „ r, [Cattle pass. 

Cedar Rapids, Iowa City & South- , 

ern Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed July 18, 1903. 

The complainant in this case desired a cattle pass where the respondent railway 
company, then constructing a line, had a fill of five feet and eight inches. The 
complaint was taken up with the railway company and Mr. Wm. G. Dows. presi- 
dent of the railway company, answered the complaint as follows: 

In regard to the case, will say that we have had considerable trouble with him in every way. 
At first he was going to give us the right of way through his farm, then asking a price that was 
outrageous. The sheriff's jury was then called and fixed a price, and from this award he has 
appealed . As provided by law we deposited the money with the sheriff and went ahead, taking 
possession of the land. We feel that what he wants in the way of compensation is absurdly 
high as we have complied with the law in the matter and it is now in the hands of the district 
court. 
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In regard to the underground crossing for Mr. Stoner, will say that the statement that he 
would have to sell all of his stock is also absurd, as our road does not cut his farm any more than 
the average railroad cuts the average farm . There are plenty of places for surface crossings and 
no good place for underground crossings. Our embankment is so low across his farm that it 
would be impossible for us to put in an underground cattle pass and drain the same on our own 
right of way. 

Mr. Stoner has done everything he could down there to retard the building of the road. One 
of the things that Mr. "Stoner wanted us to do was to guarantee and agree to change the highway 
crossing on his farm which, of course, we would not, under the circumstances, agree to do. We 
do nob cross a pasture but keep through a cornfield and orchard all the way. 

The whole trouble with Mr. Stoner is this: He has been trying to compel us to pay an out 
rageous price for the same and to get an underground crossing, which we have refused to grant, 
as I said before. 

Mr. Stoner's entire actions, in regard to the railroad running in that county dees not meet 
with the approval of his neighbors and friends. The parties living on each side of him gave us 
the right of way, and from each one we took a great deal more land and run a great deal farther 
than on the land of Mr. Stoner. 

Inasmuch as the fill is not high enough to permit of any undergrade crossing 
and the further fact that Mr. Stoner made no response to the answer of the rail- 
way company, a copy of which was sent him, the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



v « _ ! Condition of undergrade farm crossing- 



No. 2734-1903. 

J. M. Bartholow, Urbana, Illinois, 1 

I 

Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad j near Rembrandt. 
Company. j 

Complaint filed July 20, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was as follows: 

The subway No. 117, three miles south of Rembrandt on the Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad 
running through my farm, could not be in much worse condition. So much stock has been pass- 
ing through for the past two years, and it has been so wet, that it has become dangerous for the 
stock, as the mud is some three feet deep and of course they carry a great deal ont of the subway 
every time they pass and ultimately will make it dangerous. The railroad company was very 
kind in granting the subway, and I am loth to aek for much, but three carloads of gravel or two 
or three hundred old ties and the subway could be made safe for my stock and the company. I 
will be only too glad to bear any part of the expense that you consider I should pay. 

The company responded by stating that they would place the gravel as wanted . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2735—1903. 
L. S. Helphrey, Newton. 1 



v. 

Newton & Northwestern 
Railroad Company. 



I 



Undergrade farm crossing. 



Complaint filed July 21, 1903. 

The complainant stated that he had an undergrade crossing on the Rock Island, 
that he desired to have the same kind of a crossing under the track of the Newton 
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and Northwestern railway company running parallel to the Rock Island at a point 
opposite the crossing on the Rock Island. The matter was laid before the officials 
of the Newton and Northwestern Railway company and on August 10th the com- 
plainant advised the Board that the matter was adjusted satisfactorily to him. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2736-1903. 

Citizens op Donnan, 1 

v. I 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul j* TeU 2 ra P h facilities. 

Railway Company. j 

Petition filed July 21, 1903. 

The petition in this case was as follows : 

We, the undersigned citizens of Donnan, Iowa, and traveling salesmen, having experienced 
for some time the inconvenience of having no telegraph operator at this junction, and believing 
it would be of great benefit to the general public to have an operator here, do hereby petition you 
to use your influence in locating an operator at this place. 

In answering the petition the company stated, by Mr. H. R. Williams, general 
manager: 

Replying to your favor of July22d, enclosing copy of petition received from the citizens of 
Donnan Junotion, requesting that they be afforded telegraph facilities in our depot at that place, 
beg to advise that the population of the town is so small, numbering less than fifty in all, I am 
told, and there in so Lttle business handled there, that we can not consistently be expected to go 
to the expense of installing an agent at that point who i* a telegraph operator. 

When eveything is taken into consideration, 1 think you will agree with me in this eon" 
elusion. 

The Commissioners, upon the showing made, do not believe that they would 
have the right at this time to order telegraph services for the station of Donnan . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2737-1903. 

J. E. Stevens, Bentoneport, 

v. 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
Railway Company. 



Overcharge— interstate. 



Complaint filed July 25, 1903. 

The complainant in this case thought he had an overcharge on wheeled scrapers 
from Aurora, Illinois, to Bentonsport. Upon investigation, however, it was found 
the charge made him was correct. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2738—1903. 

Mrs. Lillian Timmons, Wichita, Kans. 1 

_ « V ' « ^ > Loss of goods in transit. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quinoy j 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed July 27, 1903. 

This was a complaint that a couch shipped with a bill of goods from Chariton 
to Wichita, Kan. , had been lost in transit. A great deal of correspondence fol- 
lowed the filing ot this complaint and upon September 14, 1903, complainant 
acknowledged receipt of check for $43.43 payment for lost couch. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2739—1903. 
B. R. Churchill, Royal, 1 



v. 



I 



Illinois Central Railroad f Loss ot milk cans from station PMorm. 

Company. J 

Complaint filed July 30, 1903. 

The complainant stated that he bought tickets for milk cans to be shipped to 
Fort Dodge but that the cans disappeared from the station platform and he desired 
the company to refund him the amount of loss, which was $7.94. While this was 
a case not within the jurisdiction of the Board, the matter was taken up with the 
railroad company, but Mr. J. Osborn, general baggage agent, under date of 
August 12th, declined to entertain the claim for the following reason: 

It was investigated and we learned that the total number of cans shipped from Richards on the 
date in question were delivered to the consignee at Fort Dodge and I notified oar agent to this 
effect, requesting him to inform Mr. R. R. Churchill accordingly. 

In both of these cases we carried out our contract and if there was any failure the consignee is 
the one responsible. Please note that the first item in this claim was not brought to our agent's 
attention until February 21st, two months after the shipment had been made ; in fact, the second 
was not mentioned until the above date. We therefore think that under the circumstances the 
company should not assume any responsibility. 

Had the consignee reported this shortage directly to the consignor and he brought it to our 
agent immediately, we could have made a more complete and definite investigation and ascer- 
tained just where the leakage happened. In any event I do not see wherein the company is liable 
for this loss. 

The complainant was advised of the stand taken by the railway company and 
the case closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2740—1903. 

J . P . Frederickson , Ruth ven , ] 

_ ,Y # _ \ Undergrade farm crossing. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul • 

Railway Company . J 

Complaint filed August 5, 1903. 

The complainant stated that he had previously been supplied with an under- 
grade farm crossing; that the railway company in running the bridge had con- 
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eluded to replace it with a 48-inch pipe. He also stated that the proposed culvert 
would not be in the right place to properly drain the land . The case was taken 
up with the railway company, and on August 7th the Board received word from 
Mr. Prederickion to take no further action in the matter . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2741—1903. 
Hblmhr & Gortner, Mechanicsville, ] 

Chicago & North-Westbrn Railway [ Blocking Privatt crossing. 
Company. J 

Complaint filed August 14, 1903. 
The complainants in this case wrote as follows: 

We own a farm adjoining the Chicago & North* Western right of way at this town. The gate 
to the farm is about forty rods east from the depot and the only way to the gate is across the 
tracks. 

The company is in the habit of leaving cars on the switch before the gate so it is impossible for 
as to get in or out. 

We have notified them several times about this matter and they continue to leave cars there 
sometimes for two days. 

If there is any way you can fix this matter for us we will be obliged to you. 

The matter was taken up with the railway company and adjusted. 
Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2742-1903. 

The E. H. Martin Telephone Com- ") 
pany, Webster City, j 

v. ! 

„ _ r Overcharge in interstate shipment. 

United States Express Company 

and 

Adams Express Company. j 

Complaint filed August 18, 1903. 

The complaint in his case was as follows: 

Is there any reason for the following charges? 

We had a box from New York by the United States Express and it came via Waterloo. The 
charges from New York to Waterloo (where there are two or more express companies) was $1, 
and from Waterloo here, seventy miles, the charges were forty cents. 

It is almost impossible to get a package email enough to come under the twenty-five cent rate 
as they have lifted the prices nearly 60 per cent in the last six months. 

Will you kindly look into the matter and advise. 

Mr. C. H. Crosby, vice president of the United States Express company an- 
swered the complaint in the following manner: 

You addressed a letter to Mr. W. H. Quick, general superintendent of this company and a 
resident of your city, on August 18th, in which you enclosed a copy of a letter received from the 
E. H. Martin Telephone Company of Webster City, Iowa, referring to it as self explanatory. 
This letter was in due course referred to me, and I beg to answer your inquiry, that a charge of 
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forty cents was made from Waterloo, Iowa, to Webster City, Iowa, for the reason that such is 
the customary and published charge of the United States Express Company. The United States 
Express Company has no kn )wledge that it is an illegal charge; but if it can be shown to be an 
illegal charge the Express company will hasten to comply with the law. 

The rate in question is based upon the express graduated card under a rate of ninety cents 
per one hundred pounds between Waterloo, Iowa, and the rate authorized by your honorable 
body. 

We desire to answer the charge made by the E. H. Martin Telephone Company with the 
utmost courtesy and forbearance ; but their statement that the United States Express Company 
has lifted the price nearly 60 per cent in the last six months is Pimply false; and if it may not be 
out of place to say so, we consider suoh gro*s and unfounded charges made to your honorable 
Commission as a serious calumny and damage to this company. No advance whatever has been 
made in the express tariff of this company from Waterloo, Iowa, to Webster City, Iowa, anof this 
company has been very careful, so far as lay in its power, to comply with every statute of your 
State. 

We presume you will not consider this complaint worthy of further consideration ; but if it 
were possible for us to institute legal proceedings against a firm which makes such damaging and 
untruthful charges against the United States Express Company, we would be glad to do so ; and 
jf your honorable Board can point out any remedy that we have at law, we will be glad to avail 
ourselves of it. 

A copy of the foregoing was sent Mr. E. H. Martin who replied that his com- 
plaint was that the United States Express company had no right to accept a pack- 
age at New York that the could not deliver at Webster City when the Adams 
Express company that could deliver at Webster City had an office in New York. 
Further his complaint was that the Adams Express company had overcharged 
them and not the United States Express company. Upon this the Commissioners 
laid the entire matter before the officials of the Adams Express company and Mr. 
J. H. Bradley, general traffic manager, replied on October 9, 1903, as follows: 

I have investigated the alleged overcharge on shipment from New York City consigned to Mr. ' 
E. H. Martin, Webster City, Iowa. His complaint is first, that the United States Express com- 
pany should not have forwarded the shipment from New York City, and second, that our charge 
from Waterlo to Webster City was excessive. 

Under an agreement between the Adams, American and United States Express companies, 
which has been in effect for twenty -five years, either company is permitted, at New York City 
or other points east of the Ohio and Pennsylvania line, to forward business destined to exclusive 
offices of either of the companies west of that line, way billing same to convenient transfer 
point, the through charge to be same as would be made by the company having the through line. 
Under this agreement, the delivering company is entitled to its local charge from transfer point 
to destination. 

In the case of the shipment referred to, the through charge by the American Express com- 
pany's line Would have been $1. 30. The charge made by the United States Express company in 
connection with our company from Waterloo was $1.40, and the originating company would, of 
coarse, reduce its charge so that the through charge would not amount to more than $1.90. 
Letter from our agent at Webster City says that such refund has been made. I understand that 
the transaction occurred during the absence of our regular agent and his assistant was not 
familiar with the rules governing such cases. 

It will be noted by the above that refund was made to the telephone company 
and the case was closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2743-1903. 
Dewell, Lumber Company, Collins, ^ 



v. 



I 



Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul \ Site for coat house . 
tt ailway Company. j 

Complaint filed August 22, 1903. 

The complainants in thi-s case stated that they were unable to obtain site for 
coal house, although there was abundance of room at that station. The com- 
plaint was at once taken up with the railway company and General Manager H . 
R Williams stated that while there was no necessity for another coal house at that 
point, yet site would be granted the petitioners, and the case was therefore closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2744-1903. 
W. C. Gambell, Mayor, Sigourney, 1 

CHICAGO, ROCK Island & Pacific \ Condition of overhead highway crossing. 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed August 28, 1903. 

Hon. W. C. Gambell, Mayor of Sigourney, in writing the Board with refer- 
ence to this case, said: 

We have within the corporation of Sigourney a large wagon bridge which was constructed by 
the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company some twenty years ago. The said bridge 
was constructed as an overhead crossing, and it is supposed to be the duty of the railroad com- 
pany to keep the same in good repair. However, the company neglects and refuses to rebuild 
or to keep it in good repair. The railroad company has been notified to repair it as it 
was considered dangerous to public travel. The company refused to repair the same, 
and gave this office to understand that they would repair it when they got ready. On the 
26th instant our council employed a good, first-class mechanic to examine the same, and he 
reported that the bridge is in unsafe condition. Now, we would be pleased if you would come 
to Sigourney at your earliest convenience and make a personal examination of this bridge and 
take the matter up with the company at once. The chairman of the board of supervisors concurs 
in this request. We would also be pleased if you would wire when we may expect you. 

The matter was taken up personally by the Commissioners, with the officials of 
the railway company, and were assured that it was the intention of the company 
to " overhaul this bridge and that the material therefor is now on the ground." 
Later, the condition of the bridge was rendered safe, and the case closed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2745-1903. 

J. S. Harris, New Market, ] 
v. \ 

Keokuk & Western Rail- f F ^rm crossing . 
way Company. J 

Complaint filed September 8, 1903. 

The complainant in this case wrote as follows : 

I own a farm adjoining the town of New Market, Taylor county, Iowa, through which passes 
the Keokuk & Western Railroad. A ravine runs through the center of my farm and a railroad 
bridge about three hundred feet long spanned the ravine until two years ago, when the railroad 
company put in a flume and filled the ravine, leaving no adequate crossing for teams or stock. 
In filling the ravine the railroad company left a low, narrow past ageway between the flume and 
the east end of the filling which is dangerous to stock, having already injured some of my stock 
while passing through, being impassable in a wet time and dangerous to stock in a dry time. 

The complaint was at once laid before the railway company and on September 
14th the Board received statement from Mr. A. C. Goodrich, manager of the rail- 
way company company, as follows. 

I made an agreement with Mr. Harris for the cattle pass to be constructed just as it now stands 
and which was satisfactory to him at the time; but the location is not a good one and Mr. Harris 
has had, I find, some trouble, and I received a letter from him through our superintendent of 
bridges and buildings only a few days ago, written about the time he wrote the commissioners, 
asking us to remedy the matter by moving the cattle pass further east and I have told our bridge 
superintendent to do so as soon as he can consistently do the work and have told bim to so notify 
Mr. Harris. 

As the disposition made was satisfactory to the complainant the case was 
closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



I 



Blocking street ctossing. 



No. 2746—1903. 

T. G. Wickersham, Capron, 

v. 
Chicago Great Western Railway 
Company. j 

Complaint filed September 8, 1903. 

The complainants stated that the employes of the railway company had been 
in the habit of blocking crossings between Melbourn and Luray. The attention 
of the company was called to this matter and cause for complaint was removed. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2747-1903. 
C T. Sackrider, Maquoketa, 1 



v. 



_ ' _ _ }• Baggage facilities at Lainsville 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul j 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed September 10, 1903. 
The complainant in this case stated: 

I wish to call your attention to the fact that Lainsville, a summer resort on the Mississippi 
situated between Sabnla and Green Island, has no checking system for checking baggage. From 
May 1, 1903, to September 1, 1908, 1, 900 passengers got on and off the trains, each having more or 
lees baggage. When their vacation was over and they wished to return, their baggage was 
dumped upon the train and one could get their baggage checked at other points the best they 
could. The Dubuque division of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul gets the money for all this 
passenger traffic, why cannot the patrons of this place have the benefit of a baggage checking 
system also? The patrons of this resort will, I am sure, be very grateful if you will bring about 
such a result. 

After considerable correspondence had been had Mr. H. R. Williams, general 
manager of the railway company, gave the Board the result of his investigations 
in the following manner. 

This is really a country camp ground ; there is no town there and little, if any, business to be 
transacted. There are some cottages, as stated by Mr. Sackrider, which are occupied during 
the summer months by people looking for ai. outing. The business has been handled at that 
point the same as it has at any other similar place where passengers get into our trains and 
where we have no employes, i. e. , the train baggagemen does the checking and this is the only 
instance that oar attention has been called to of any irregularity or inconvenience to the travel- 
ing public 

The business is all over for this season but if we find that we are unable to take care of the 
business next year in a satisfactory manner by having train baggageman handle it perhaps we 
can make an arrangement with the man at that point who runs a little store to check baggage for 
these people, but it is not usual for people to expect city facilities when they go out in the woods 
for an outing. 

As this disposition of the matter seemed satisfactory to the complainant the 
case was closed . 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2748-1903. 
K.J. J acobson , Pickering, 1 

IOWA Central Railway [ Overhead farm crossing. 
Company. j 

Complaint filed September 10, 1903. 

This was a request for an overhead crossing on account of peculiar conditions 
existing on the farm of the complainant. After some correspondence had been 
had the Commissioners were advised by L. P. Day, vice-president of the Iowa Central 
Railway company, that ' * as a result of negotiations extending over a considerable 
period a satisfactory arrangement was arrived at and a crossing constructed for 
Mr. Jacobson's accommodation.' 1 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
21 
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No. 2749-1903. 

A. S. Dale, Scarville, ] 

v. i 

Chicago & North- Western j* raxna S e - 

Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed September 11, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that the company had not provided for 
proper drainage where the line crossed his farm. The company advised the Com- 
missioners later that since Mr. Dale had made his complaint the ditch in question 
had been opened and was now more than amply sufficient to receive all water com- 
ing from the land of Mr. Dale. No further complaints were made by Mr. Dale 
with reference to drainage. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2750-1903. 
W. J. Steckbl, Bloomfield, "] 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific f Car 5ervice at Paris station ' 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed September 14, 1903. 

The complainant in this case says: 

We have a considerable amount of cord wood and coal props at Paris station, on the Rock 
Island, in this county, and on land adjoining same. We have a large amount of stuff in the tim- 
ber and other being cut. Dealers to whom we ship the stuff are very anxious for it, especially 
coal miners who want the props for their work, and if we are unable to nil orders promptly now, 
it will throw the material on our hands to be carried over another season, and possibly specifica- 
tions we are now cutting on, would not answer in the future The Rock Ialand, s >me time ago, 
extended and remodeled their passing track and built a loading track at Paris station and it is 
practically impossible now, to load any material, as matters stand, unless toe company will 
allow it to be done on the passing track until they get the lo-called stock track completed and 
graded up so that wagons can properly reach cars on it. It seems almost impossible to get" cars, 
but last week there were two put in on the stock track, and after a good deal of negotiation, our 
foreman was informed, two or three days ago, that he could load them if he could do it on the 
stock track, which we could not do. 

The matter was taken up with the railway company at once and the complaint 
was adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2751—1903. 

Mason City Brick and Tile Com- 
pany, Mason City, 
v. 

Chic a go & North- Western Railway 
Company. 



• Application of Iowa rates to shipments 
beginning and ending in Iowa though 
passing outside the state in transit. 



Complaint filed September 14, 1903. 

The complaint in this case was virtually as follows: 

To protect our customers and ourselves, we have, under protest in every case, prepaid 
freight on cars shipped out since August 23d, the date on which we received notice from the 
Chicago & North- Western Railway that it would not apply Iowa Distance Tariff on car load ship- 
ments to point* in Iowa via Blue Earth and Pox Lake, or, as they say, ' 'moving through Minnesota 
to Iowa points. " To show you the extortion practiced and the unreasonable charges collected, I 
quote you the following from receipted prepaid freight bill in our hands: 



Date. 


s 

fli; 

3* 


To— 


© 

* 
o 


i 


i 


■ 1 


J 

b 

-a 

GO 


i 
5° 


n 

111 


August 25 
September 8 


49860 
18776 
15050 
5260* 
458*8 
17682 
46016 
42530 
46328 
538*8 
01158 


Lone Rock 


480 

4.72 

4.80 

4.56 

4.96 

4.72 

4.56 

448 

4.56 

4.8 

4.72 


80,000 
80,000 
80,000 
80,100 
80,000 
80, 100 
88, (K0 
86.000 
82,600 
81,100 
80,000 


8c 

8 



7 



10.1 
10.4 
10,7 
10.4 
10.7 
10.1 


$24.00 
24.00 
27.00 
21.07 
27.00 
80.80 
84.82 
88.62 
88.00 
88.28 
80.80 

1823.69 


$ 14.40 
14.16 
14.40 
ia78 

16.06 
16.13 
14.86 
14.98 
14,16 

$160.86 


S 9.60 
9.84 
12 60 
7.84 
12.12 
16.14 
16.27 
22.89 
19 04 
18.86 
16.14 

$162.63 




Burt 




September 4 


Lone Rock 




September 5 
September 5 
September 10 
September 10 


Bancroft 

Fenton 





Burt 


$ 24 00 


Bancroft 


28.00 


September 10 
September 12 
September 15 
September 16 


Ledyard 

Bancroft 

Lone Rock 


26.20 
22.80 
24.88 


Burt ... 


24.00 


Total... 






$ ^48.88 



Since September 10th the Iowa Distance Tariff has been applied and collected, figuring the 
distance via Belle Plain e, Jewell Junction to Burt, Iowa, 264 miles, rate 10. 10c ; distanoe via Blue 
Earth, 92 miles, rate, Iowa Distance Tariff, 4.72. To Ledyard, Iowa, 280 miles, 10.7c; via Blue 
Earth, 76 miles, rate should be 4. 48 Iowa Distance Tariff. 

Please note that the excess collected over the Iowa Distance Tariff is $162.88, a little more 
than 100 per cent, and that since September 10th the excess over interstate tariff on six cars is 
$56.74. 

[f the object of the Chicago & North- Western is to shut us out and reserve the territory for 
some favored employe of that company owning an interest in some competing manufactory, then 
that object will be attained. Our shipments ont are more than twenty-four hundred cars per 
year and we cannot continue to pay $14.80 per car overcharge, as these cars average, and continue 
our plant in operation. 

The matter was taken up with the railway company which company filed the 
following answer. 

It is a sufficient answer to the complaint of the said Mason City Brick & Tile Company, which 
is directed against the ruling of the Traffic Department of this company that shipments originat- 
ing in Iowa and finally terminating in Iowa form interstate commerce and that the Iowa Distance 
Traffic on such shipments does not apply, that the Supreme Court of the United States has in the 
case otHanley et al , Members of the Railroad Commission of Arkansas, v. Kansas City South- 
ern Railway company, decided at the October term, A. D. 1902, whioh is reported in volume 28 
of the 8upreme Court Reporter, page 214, overruled the deolsion of the Supreme Court of Iowa in 
the case of Campbell et al. Railroad Commissioners, v. Chicago. Milwaukee <fc St. Paul Rail- 
way company, reported in the 86th Iowa, page 587, and subsequently reported in the 90th Iowa, 



Digitized by 



Google 



324 TWENTY-SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 

page 764, which is cited by the complainant in this proceeding, and has finally decided that ship- 
ments originating and terminating in a State bat which are transported from the place of origin 
to the place of destination over a line of railroad running outside of the State, form interstate 
commerce and the State Railroad Commission has no jurisdiction or power to fix rates for such 
shipments. 

1 he recent action of the Chicago & North- Western Railway company, which is referred to in 
the complaint of the Mason City Brick & Tile company, as to shipments from Mason City, Iowa, 
moving through Minnesota to Iowa points, refusing to apply the Iowa Distance Tariff on such 
shipments, was taken by it to conform with this opinion of the United States Supreme Court and 
the decision therein announced. 

In view, therefore, of the final determination of this question by the United States Supreme 
Court, it Is respectfully submitted that this honorable commission should decline to make the 
order requested by the petition herein. 

Inasmuch as the decision referred to ty the railway company superseded and 
reversed the decisions of the United States supreme court and the Iowa supreme court 
upon which the Commissioners had formerly relied, the Board could do nothing but 
dismiss the complaint. The decision of the United States supreme court referred 
to in answer of the railroad company is printed in another part of this report. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2752—1903. 

Henry Dammkibr, Newton, "] 

v. I 

Newton & Northwestern f Dratna Z e - 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed September 22, 1903. 

The complainant stated that a ditch made by the railway company was 
not deep enough and asked that the company be required to cut the same 
deeper in order to properly drain the land. The company was notified of the 
complaint and the Commissioners understand that the same was adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2753—1903. 

Fred Rumohe, In wood, 

v. 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 



Failure to furnish cars. 



Complaint 61ed October 3, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that he was unable to get cars for shipment 
of barley although he had been trying to do so for two or three weeks. Com- 
plaint was taken up with the railway company and adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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Drainage. 



No. 2754—1903. 

John Leehey et al, Fairbank, 

v. 
Chicago Great Western Railway 
Company. 

Complaint filed October 3, 1903. 

This was a complaint made by several parties at Fairbank, claiming because of a 
certain ditch filling with water that was not properly drained through the railway 
company's ground said water overflowed their land . The matter was taken up with 
the railway company and adjusted. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2755-1903. 

John Palmer, Knowlton, 1 

„ ^ V '«T ™ \ Private crossing. 

Chicago Great Western Rail- 
way Company. 

Complaint filed October 7. 1903. 

The complaint in this case was of insufficient drainage at private crossing 
on account of culvert being filled up, etc. Upon presentation to the railroad 
company, General Manager Stickney stated " We will put in 26 feet of 12-inch 
drain pipe at this crossing which will fix it all right." 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2756—190?. 

A. C Leigh, Eagleville, Mo. ) 
v. i 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy \ Overcharge. 
Railroad Company. J 

Complaint filed October 7, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that he had paid freight twice on the same 
goods. The matter was investigated and the amount of overcharge, 50 cents, was 
refunded. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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2757-1903. 

Will C. Whiting kt al, 

v. 
Chicago & North- Western 
Railway Company. 



Train service on the 
branch . 



Wall Lake & Mondamin 



Complaint filed October 12, 1903. 

On October 12, 1903, the Commissioners received a communication from Hon. 
Will C. Whiting, of Whiting, Iowa, stating that the Chicago & North-Western 
Railway company had taken off passenger trains No. 55 and No. 56 running from 
Wall Lake to Mondamin, leaving but one accommodation train each way daily. 
Subsequent to Mr. Whiting's letter petitions were received by the Board from 
Soldier, Schleswig, Kiron and Moorhead. These petitions were practically of the 
same nature and were substantially as follows: 

We, the undersigned, do hereby respectfully petition you to have the Chicago & North- 
Western railway company re-establish the passenger service they recently took off this division 
between Wall Lake, Iowa, and Mondamin, Iowa (being the Wall Lake, Denison and Mondamin 
line). 

The pasf enger service we recently had, is shown on the time time table hereto attached, 
which service was considered fairly good. 

The service we now have consists of one accommodation train, sal 1 time schedule is as 
follows: Going west, leaves Wall Lake at 8. 00 ▲. M., Kiron 0.25A..M., arrives at Mondamin 1.80 
p.m. Going east, leaves Mondamin at 2.20 p.m., Kiron 6.40 p.m., arrrives at Wall Lake 
aoo p m. 

We herewith present to you our reasons for the re-establishment of said passenger service. 

First— We do not consider that a freight accommodation train is fit transportation for pas- 
Bengers, owing to long stops at each station, where grain, hogs, cattle and other freight is loaded 
and unloaded, making it very annoying to passengers and a long time for passengers to get to 
their destination. 

Second— We consider our present mail service very inadequate, owing to the time of day it 
arrives and we can safely say that the train has been late at least one third of the time since this 
train service has been in operation. 

Third— Besides the above-mentioned inconvenience caused by the taking off of the passenger 
service, it would have a tendency to stop the growth of the town, and depreciate the value of our 
property. 

Onr little town ha<* been in a very prosperous condition since the establishment of the rail- 
road. We have expended our time and money in building up and beautifying our little town. 
We have succeeded in making it a very pleasant place to live and a good business center. The 
country surrounding our town is very productive and very thickly settled. 

Our reason for petitioning you is that we hope you will take this matter up with the railroad 
company and thereby we may be able to get back our passenger service. 

Please give this your kind consideration. 

The Commissioners at once took the matter up with the railway company, and 
after a personal conference with the officials of the company tbe train was 
restored, Mr. W. A. Gardner, general manager of the Chicago & North-Western 
Railway company, writing the Board as follows: 

Have yours of the 11th inst , with petition from Moorhead, relative to train service on our 
Mondamin line. We have received similar petitions from other stations on that line, as yon 
know, and we are always impressed by the interest taken in this matter by Representative 
Whiting. It is, of course, as much to our interest to develop that territory as it is to anyone, 
but as I explained to you before, we rather felt that we had done our share without meeting with 
very much co-operation . 

There seems to be such a healthy sentiment developed now that we are inclined to recognize 
it, and I have accordingly directed Mr. Aishton, assistant general manager, to go there next 
week, and he will also try to arrange for a meeting with Mr. Whiting, so that I believe that the 
subject will be deposed of in a manner that will be mutually satisfactory. 
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In this connection I desire to express my thanks to the Commission for the forbearance they 
have exercised under the numerous complaints which have been filed in this particular transac- 
tion, bnt we have always found them to be patient and just. 

Des Moines, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2758—1903. 

S. H. Duncan, Columbus Junction, 1 

v# (- Condition of culvert, 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific j 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed October 15, 1903. 

This was a complaint that mud had collected in stock pass or culvert, making 
it unsafe for cattle to attempt going: through. The railway company remedied the 
trouble. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2759-1903. 
L. H. Gonsetto, East Peru, 

Chicago Great Western f Private crossing. 
Railway Company. j 

Complaint filed October 15, 1903. 

The complainant stated that the railway company had filled in a railroad bridge 
on their line running through his farm, shutting off all means of crossing from 
one field to another. Complaint was taken up with the railway company and 
crossing was provided for. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



J 



No. 2760-1903. 

Pioneer Implement Company, Council ] 

Bluffs, I 

v. \ Discrimination in freight rates, 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 

Railway Company. 

Complaint filed October 15, 1903. 

This was more in the nature of an inquiry whether the railway company having 
the longer line between the competitive points might meet the short line rate with- 
out reducing their rates to intermediate points. The Commissioners advised the 
complainants of the provisions of. section 2126 of the Code, and the attention of the 
company was called to the cases cited by the Pioneer Implement Company, which 
affected their line. As nothing further was heard from the complainants the case 
was closed. 



Des Moines, Iowa, Deoember 1, 1903. 
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No. 2761—1903. 

Citizens of Ralston 1 

v. I 

Chicago & North- Western Railway J" Tratn service - 
Company, j 

Petition filed October 20, 1903. 

The petition in this case was as follows. 

We, the undersigned citizens of Ralston, Iowa, and vicinity feel that we are laboring under 
a very unjust discrimination, in that the Chicago & North* Western Railroad does not stop its 
local trains No. 4 going east and No. 3 going west, at Ralston, not only being a great incon- 
venience to us in a social way, but a great disadvantage in a business way. We pray that your 
honorable body will investigate this matter and use your influence and authority to correct this 
unjust discrimination. 

The Commissioners took this matter up with the railway company at once, and 
Mr. R. H. Aishton, assistant general manager of the railway company, wrote as 
follows: 

Ralston is sitnated in a very unfavorable point for the stoppage of trains, being located be- 
tween two of our principal grades on the Iowa division, and both trains, No. 8 and No. 4, which 
they request stopped there, are through trains, make very fast time, and it will be a very difficult 
matter for us to stop No. 4, but I will arrange on our next change in time for train No. S, going 
west, to stop at Ralston on signal for passengers. 1 think an examination of our time card will 
dl< close the fact that the east-bound service at Ralston is very reasonable at the present time. 

Upon the complainant being advised of this proposed proposition in the matter, 
Mr. Geo. W. Wood, Jr., wrote the Board that adjustment was reasonably satis- 
factory to the people , 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No 2762—1903. 

H. G. King, Mount Union, I 

v * \ Grain rates , interstate. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy j 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed October 20, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated there was an inequality of grain rates from 
Mount Union to St. Louis as compared with rates from other Iowa points to St. 
Louis. Mr. King was advised that the Board could exercise no jurisdiction over 
interstate rates, but would recommend to the company that all rates be equalized. 
This was done and no further complaints were made. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December], 1903. 
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No. 2763—1903. 
Citizens of Tkmplbton 1 

^ ,, V ' „ « ~ [ Train service . 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul j 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed October 22, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that the people of that town desired the 
respondent railway company to stop train No. 6 at that point when passengers 
desired to take the train or leave it. The needs of the community were quite fully 
set out by Mr. P. M. Wilson and after the board had corresponded with the rail- 
way company, the company issued instructions making Templeton a flag station 
for No. 6. Mr. Wilson informed the Commissioners that this was reasonably sat- 
isfactory to the town. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2764-1903. 
A. F. Haugh, Newton, 1 



v. 



Newton & Northwestern Railroad f ^' 

Company. 



I 



Complaint filed October 30, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that the railway company had failed to 
fence their right of way through his farm. It transpired that the company had 
not yet had time to build the fence, and the statute gave them six months in 
which to do so. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 



No. 2765-1903. 

•Edwin S. Taber, Newton, 

v. 
Newton & Northwestern Railroad 
Company. 



Fencing . 



Complaint filed November 2, 1903. 

The complainant stated that the railway company had failed to fence their 
right of way through his farm, and he desired to use his pasture for stock. Mr. 
Hamilton Browne, president of the railway company, stated that the contract for 
the fencing had been let, and that the company would soon reach the farm of the 
complainant. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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No. 2766-1903. 

J. N. Hornaday, Utiionville, I 

v ' « « V Blocked street crossing. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific | 

Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed November 9, 1903. 

The complainant in this case stated that he had been delayed thirty minutes by 
train standing across a public highway at Unionville. In response to this the 
company issued instructions to prevent further cause for complaint. 

Des Moines, Iowa, December 1, 1903. 
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DIGEST OF DECISIONS 

OP SUPREME COURT REFERRING TO MATTERS AFFECTING RAILROADS. 

MASTER AND SERVANT— RAILROADS— INJURIES— NEGLIGENCE— APPEAL. 

Plaintiff, a section hand, wearing a cap palled down oyer his ears, was driving a rail spike, 
and a freight train causing consider* ble noise was passing him on a track parallel to that on which 
he was at work, when a train approached him from the direction to which bis back was turned. 
When within 200 feet of him, the whistle was blown to warn him, but no steps were taken to 
check the speed of the train, and when within fifty feet of him the fireman called to him, without 
success. It was then impracticable to give further warning or stop the train, and plaintiff was 
run over. Held, in an action for the injuries, that the defendant was negligent in not having 
taken proper steps to stop the train in case plaintiff did not hear the warnings — Kelley v. Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Qulnoy Railroad Company, 02 N. W. Rep., 45. 



DEEDS— RESERVATION- PAROL EVIDENCE- CONDEMNATION- DAM AGES. 

Parol evidence was not admissible to show that a deed by a railroad company was not 
intended to convey an embankment and right of way on the land, there being no ambiguity in 
the deed. 

An embankment, ties, and rails placed by a railroad on land belonging to it are part thereof, 
and pass to its grantee. 

Various parties claimed title to portions of a tract of land, and an agreement for division and 
settlement was made, whereby a railroad was to deed a portion of the land to another party. 
Subsequently the road laid tracks and an embankment on such portion, and thereafter made the 
deed, but it contained no reservation or exception. The deed referred to the agreement as its 
consideration, bnt it was not mentioned in the granting clause. Held, that the agreement could 
not be looked to to show that the embankment was not to be conveyed. 

On condemnation by a railroad of land occupied by it, damages are to be awarded as of the 
time of the entry by the railroad. Van Hasan el al. v. Omaha Bridge and Terminal Railway 
company, 02 N. W. Rep., 47. 



MASTER AND SERVANT— INJURIES— CONTRIBUTORY NEGLIGENCE— EVIDENCE. 

An engine was pushing a train of flat cars, and a servant was sitting on the front end of the 
fiat car most remote from the engine, when the train was stopped without warning, and the jerk 
occasioned by the taking up of the * ' slack " threw the servant from the car, killing him. Held, 
that the servant was guilty of contributory negligence precluding a recovery. Haynes v. Fort 
Dodge & O. R. Co. , 02 N. W. Rep. , ST. 



INTOXICATING LIQUORS-IMPORTATION FOR 8ALE -EXPRESS COMPANY— C. O. D. SALE. 

Liquor shipped into the 8tate C. O. D., and held by the express company for delivery on 
payment, the company not knowing the character of the goods, is the property of the consignors, 
to be sold in the State, and contraband under the liquor law. State v. American Express Com- 
pany et oJ, 02 N. W. Rep. , 66. 

(333) 
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LIQUOR NUISANCES— EXPBE88 COMPANIES— C. O. D. SHIPMENTS. 

A building in which is the office of an express company, which there has packages of liquor 
shipped C. O. D. , and transported by it for delivery to the consignees, it knowing what it is 
handling, is within Code, seotion 2884, declaring that any building where intoxicating liquors 
are kept with intent to sell shall be abated. Latta v. United States Express Company, et at , 
92 N. W. Rep., 08. 

HIGHWAYS -DE DICATION—8TBEET GAB TRACKS— MUNICIPAL CONTROL— REASONABLE EXERCISE— 
PRIOR 0BDINANCE4 — VIOLATION OP CONTRACT — COLORABLE PBRPOBMANCE — STATUTORY 
ENACTMENT -PRANCHI8E— EPPECT OP PURCHASE. 

In 1874 property owners along a 66-foot road dedicated additional land so as to make it 120 feet 
in width, and it was afterwards so generally regarded. In 1879 a corporation obtained from the 
abutting property owners consent that a "street" railway might be built "on and upon said 
boulevard, " and the railway was built along one side of the enlarged street. As a defense to an 
action by the county to enjoin the company from such use of the road, the company successfully 
relied on a statute a ithorizing the construction of such railway on ** highways over 100 feet in 
width. The county also refused to accept the dedication of the property owners. Held, that the 
company's right of way was not derived by grant from the property owners as over private prop- 
erty, since dedication and acceptance of the additional strip by the public was inferable from 
such circumstances, regardless of the absence of a formal acceptance by the county. 

An ordinance was passed authorizing the street railway company to lay its tracks on a cer- 
tain grade and in a certain manner. Six years later, when the repeal of the ordinance was being 
discussed, the company made its first move under the ordinance. Held, that such action was 
colorable only, and would not deprive the city of its right of appeal. 

An ordinance ordered a street railway company to move its tracks from the side of the street 
to a rock-ballasted curbed strip twenty feet wide in the middle of the street, elevated several 
inches above the 25- foot driveways on either side. 8ix years later the city passed a repealing 
ordinance again ordering the removal to the middle, but also ordering the paving and lowering 
of the tracks to the grade. Held, that the second ordinance was not invalid as a violation of a 
contract or vested rights, since a city can not be divested by ordinance or contract of its own 
legislative power to make changes in its streets in the exercise of a reasonable discretion. 

The burden is not cast upon a city to show that its exercise of legislative power is reasonable. 

Under the authority of a statute providing that street railway companies might extend their 
lines into the county over highways 100 feet or more in width, a company constructed its line out 
upon such a highway. The highway afterwards became a city street. Held, that the use of the 
road, as granted by the statute, was subject to the governmental control of the highway, and 
that hence the company could be compelled by ordinance of the city to move its tracks, the same 
as any other street railway. 

A motor line operating a street railway on a certain street purchased the franchise of an 
electric street railway company calling for an electric line along the same street, and also pro- 
viding regulations for the construction and maintenance of the tracks. The motor line changed 
its power to electricity, but continued to occupy the same tracks. Held, that the regulations of 
the charter applied to the old motor track*. 

An ordinance ordered the removal of street car tracks from the side of a street to a strip in 
the middle twenty feet wide to be curbed and rock-ballasted, and elevated several inches above 
the adjoining 26-foot driveways. Afterwatds a repealing ordinance was passed ordering the 
tracks to be removed to the middle of the street, but to be constructed at grade, and the ground 
so occupied to be paved in accordance with the rest of the street. The company was operating 
under a charter requiring that the car tracks be paved and constructed at grade so as to afford 
no unnecessary obstructions to travel. Held, that both on general principles and under the 
charter the repealing ordinance constituted a reasonable exercise of the city's legislative control 
of the streets. Code, sections 758, 767. Snouffer v. Cedar Rapids & Marion City Railway Com- 
pany. Cedar Rapids & Marion City Railway Company v. City of Cedar Rapids et al. 92 N. W. 
Rep. , 79. 



UNITED STATED MAIL— LIABILITY OP BAILBOAD COMPANY— BAILEE— MA&TEB AND 8EBVANT— 
PBIVITV OP CONTRACT— COMMON CARRIER— AGENT OP GOVERNMENT— DUTY TO INDIVIDUAL- 
NEGLIGENCE OF SERVANTS— BBSPONDEAT SUPERIOR. 

Under Revised Statutes United States, section 4001, all land g? ant railroads are compelled to 
carry the mail at prices to be fixed by congress. Sections 9964 and 8966 provide that all railroads 
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in operation shall be poet roads, and that the postmaster general shall provide for the carrying of 
the mails on all roads established by law. 8eotion 4002, and 1 Snpp. Rev. Sc. U. 8. , pp. 245, 260, 
authorise the postmaster general to readjust the compensation for railway mail routes, and to 
decide on the manner in which the mails shall be conveyed. Held, that since the-wbole matter 
ia relegated to the postmaster genera), as the representative of the government, the duty of any 
railroad company in the carrying of malls is to the government, whether it be considered as cre- 
ated by a statute, or a rising under contract. 

A railroad company, since it has no control over the mail matter transported by it, but merely 
has charge of the car in which the mails are carried, is not a bailee of such matter, so as to render 
it liable to the addressee thereof for a loss caused by the negligence of its servants. 

Since neither the sender nor addressee of mail carried over a railroad has any control over the 
•company in the handling mail matter, the relation of master and servant does not exist, so as to 
render the company liable to the addressee for a loss caused by the negligence of its servants. 

The interest which the addressee of mail matter has in the performance by a railroad com- 
pany of its agreement with the government for the carrying of mails is too indirect to make him 
a privy to the contract, so as to have a right to action thereon. 

A railroad carrying mail is neither a common nor a private carrier, but, at most, a public 
■agent discharging public duties . 

Bven if the duty of a railroad company in the carrying of the mail be considered as ministe- 
rial, the company is not liable to the add' essee of mail destroyed in an accident, since no liability 
exists to an individual for a breach of official duty owing solely to the public, though the individ- 
ual have a mediate interest therein. 

The responsibility of a railroad company to an individual for a failure in the performance of 
its duty in carrying the mail, if it exist at all, can only be based upon a neglect of the corporation 
it°elf , since the rule of respondeat superior does not apply to a failure in the performance of an 
official duty by a duly authorized agent. 

The negligence of the servants of a railroad oompany in the operation of a train and the care 
of a switch is not the negligence of the company itself, so far as concerns the performance of its 
duty in regard to carrying the mails ; and the company is not liable to the addressee of mail mat- 
ter carried over its line, caused by the negllgenoe of such servants. Boston Insurance Company 
t. Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Company, 92 N. W. Rep. , 88. 



RAILROADS— DEATH OF SERVANT— NEGLIGENCE. 



In an action for the death of a fireman who was struck by another engine while stepping 
back from work at his own, evidence examined, and held that there was no negligence on the 
part of defendant. Brown v. Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company, 92 N. W. 
Rep., 662. 



INJURY TO BRA KEM AN— ASSUMPTION OF RISK— CONTRIBUTORY NEGLIGENCE -MISCONDUCT OF 
JUROR— STATING REASONS FOR RULING. 

Merely because a brakeman, struok, while on the ladder of a box car, by a post set four 
inches too near the track, had passed it once before, at the distance of ten feet, on the foot-board 
of an engine, when it was very dark, and he was looking for obstructions on the track, does not, 
as a matter of law, show that he assumed the risk, or was guilty of contributory negligence. 
Qorham v. Sioux City Stock Tarda Company 92 N. W. Rep. , 698. 



RAILROADS— DEATH BY WRONGFUL ACT— ENGINE BR— GOING BETWEEN STANDING CAR8— CONTRIB- 
UTORY NEGLIGENCE— EVIDENCE— SUFFICIENCY. 

A freight train operated by two engines, one at each end, stopped near a station, and the 
conductor, in the nresence of the engineer of the front engine, gave directions to a brakeman as 
to some switching by the rear engine to set in some cars on a b witch track. While this was being 
done, the engineer of the front engine went between some cars standing on a track on the other 
aide of the main track, which were moved suddenly by the switching crew, without knowledge 
that the engineer was between the cara, and he was killed. There was evidence that deceased 
went between the cars for the purpose of urinating, and that it was customary for employes to 
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go between standing oars for that purpose. Held, that conceding that the ears were moved with 
unnecessary violence, the switching crew was not guilty of negligence. 

Deceased engineer was guilty of contributory negligence precluding recovery by his admin- 
istrator from a railroad company. Dillon v. Iowa Central Railway Company, 92 N. W. Rep „ 

866. 



CARRIERS— INJURY TO PASSENGER— NEGLIGENCE- EVIDENCE— QUESTIONS FOR JURY— 

1NSTRCTCTION. 

Where evidence in an action for injury to a passenger from collision tended to show that the 
force of the collision threw the passengers forward at the front end of the car, testimony of a 
passenger that, as he got up, he "noticed the boys,— the blood running from their heads,"— ia 
admissible, as helping to indicate the violence of the impact producing plaintiff's injury. 

Whether the prima facie case of negligence made out by injury to a passenger by a train 
breaking in two parts, and the parts afterwards colliding, is overcome, is a question for the jury ; 
there being testimony tending to show that the separation was occasioned by a broken pin, and 
the pin not being produced, and no one undertaking to testify to its condition; the switchmen, 
who made up the train, and the brakeman who first discovered its separation, not b^ing witnesses, 
though there was testimony of inspection on the trip by employes passing along the train with a> 
torch or lantern. 

A charge that common carriers of persons are required to do all that human care, vigilance,, 
and foresight can reasonably do, in view of the character and mode of conveyance adopted, to* 
prevent accidents to passengers, sufficiently and clearly covers the thought which would be 
ezpressed were the words "and consistent with the practical prosecution of their business" 
inserted after the word ' 'adopted. " Larkin v. Chicago Great Western Railway company, 82. 
N. W. Rep., 891. 



SERVANT— INJURIES— SAFE APPLIANCE— ENGINE COUPLER*— ASSUMPTION OF RISK— PRACTICA- 
BILITY— USE BY OTHER ROADS. 

Code, sections 2079, 2060, provide that railway companies shall not under certain conditions, 
put in use any "car" not equipped with automatic couplers. Section 2081 provides against the 
use of any locomotive without a certain kind of brake, and section 2082 requires that every train 
shall have enough cars equipped with power brake to render the train controllable thereby. Sec- 
tion 2088 provides that an employe, by remaining In the employ of a company violating the pre- 
ceding sections shall not thereby waive his rights to recover damages. Section 6 of the act ab- 
originally passed (acts Twenty -t bird General Assembly, chapter 18) required railroads to make 
a report of the number of engines a? d cars, and what number was equipped with power brakes- 
and what number of "cars " with safety couplers. Held that, considering the act as a whole, it 
did not require engines to be equipped with automatic couplers, and, where plaintiff was injured! 
by the negligence of the company in using an old-style coupler on an engine, section 2088 would 
not relieve him from the doctrine of assumption of risk. 

While it is not negligence per se to fail to equip engines with the latest devices in coupling* 
the jury may consider, in determining such question, the practicability of the later devices, and 
their effect on the safety of employes. 

It is not competent, in order to show negligence of a railway in using old-style couplers on it» 
engines to show that later appliances are in general use on other roads, without also showing the 
practicability and increased safety of later devices. Bryce v. Burlington, Oedar Rapids & 
Northern Railway company, 93 N. W. Rep., 276. 



CARRIER AND PASSENGER— EXISTENCE OF RELATION— EXCURSION TRAIN— EVIDENCE. 

Where plaintiff went on a special excursion train in good faith, believing that the conductor 
knew he was not a member of the excursion but had a right to accept him as a passenger, and 
that the conductor did so accept him, the relation of carrier and passenger was established. 

On the issue whether plaintiff was a passenger, he could testify with reference to his belief aa 
to his right to ride on the train. Fitzglbbon v. Chicago & North- Western Railway company, 95 
N. W. Rep., 278. 
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STREET RAILWAYS-INJURIES— CONTRIBUTORY NEGLIGENCE-DUTY TO LOOK AND LISTEN— 
ORDINARY CARE— RINGING OF GONG— PRESUMPTION— SPEED OP CAR— DAMAGES— FUTURE 
LOSS— PLEADINGS— INSTRUCTIONS-CREDIBILITY OF WITNESSES— HARMLESS ERROR. 

Ordinary care to discover an approaching street car by looking or listening is all that is 
required of a driver. 

Where the only issues to be submitted to a jury were as to the negligence of a street car com- 
pany in running its car at an excessive speed, and in failing to sound its gong, and as to the con- 
tributory negligence of plaintiff, an instruction relating to the right of the motorman to assume 
that plaintiff would get oat of the way was properly refused. 

In an action by a driver for injuries sustained in a collision with a street car, a requested 
instruction that plait- tiff could not recover if the accident occurred as the result of his failure to 
exercise ordinary care in driving on the track was covered by instructions that the driver was 
bound to take reasonable precaution to avoid collision with the car, and that a failure to exercise 
reasonable care, resulting in the accident, would defeat his recovery. 

Where witnesses who deny the ringing of a street car gong were in as good position to hear 
as those who affirm it, no presumption arises in favor of the ringing of the gong. 

In an action for injuries sustained in a collision with a street car, caused by its alleged excess- 
ive speed, the rate of speed, in the absence of municipal regulations, was for the jury to consider 
in connection with surrounding circumstances, in order to determine whether it was negligent, 
and an instruction which, as a matter of law, eliminated the question of speed, was properly 
refused, unless it was so great as to imply a disregard for the safety of those approaching the 
track in an ordinarily careful manner. 

In an action by a driver for injuries sustained in a collision with a street car, an instruction 
that if the jury find * 'that by reason" of running the car at an unreasonable rate of speed it col- 
lided with plaintiff's vehicle, so as to Injure bim, then, etc. , sufficiently instructs that the rate 
of speed must have been the proximate cause of the injury. 

Future pain and suffering and loss of time constitute a proper element of damage for injuries 
received in a street car accident. 

In an action by a driver for injuries received in a collision with a street car, an instruction 
authorizing damages in such sum as will reasonably compensate him for the pain, loss of time, 
etc, sustained by reason of f he accident, is not erroneous for falling to specify that the jury's 
findings on such matters must be based on the evidence. 

One driving at a slow trot on a busy city street, as he approached a cross street on which ran 
a street car line, listened for the car, but heard nothing. It was raining, and other rapidly 
driven vehicles were close beside him. As he reached a point at the corner where the buildings 
permitted him to look up the cross street fifty or sixty feet, he did so, and seeing no car, looked 
down the street for cars from that direction. Oa turning again to look up the street, just as the 
horse got on the track, he saw a car only about ten feet away, and tried to whip up hi a horse so 
as to escape, but was injured. Held, that tho facts negatived contributory negligence. Stanley 
v. Cedar Rapids & Marion Oity Railway company, 93 N. W. Rep. 489. 



CARRIERS — TICKETS — REDEMPTION— STATUTES— CONSTRUCTION— PENALTY— RIGHT OF ACTION. 

Acts of the Twenty-eighth General Assembly, chapter 71, section 1, requires common 
carriers to redeem tickets, and provides that the time for redemption shall not be lees than ten 
days from the day of the sale ; and section 2 declares that no such carrier shall sell to any person 
at the maximum rate any ticket bearing a condition as to the time of use or as to transferability, 
without first providing for the redemption of such ticket as directed in the preceding section, 
and also having notice of such provision and priviledge of redemption conspicuously posted at 
each place where sales of tickets are made. Held, that where a common carrier subject to the 
act did not limit the time for redemption of tickets by posting notice, etc. , as authorized, to a 
time not less than ten days from the day of sale, at the place of purchase, a demand for redemp- 
tion of limited tickets wa< timely if made within the period of the general statute of limitations. 

Where, in an action to recover a penalty for a carrier's refusal to redeem tickets, plaintiff 
was entitled in any event to the price paid for the tickets, error in sustaining a demurrer to three 
other counts was not without prejudice, where no recovery was allowed on the other counts of 
the petition. 

Where a carrier's agent knew that plaintiff was at the ticket office, with certain 
tickets in his possession, for the purpose of asking that they be redeemed, as required by acts 
Twenty-eighth General Assembly, chapter 71, section 1, and the agent declined to redeem 
them, a formal tender of the tickets was not required. 
22 
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Under acts Twenty-eighth General Assembly, chapter 71, session 8, providing that any 
common carrier who shall refuse or neglect to redeem tickets, as by the previous sections pro- 
Tided, within ten days of date of demand, shall forfeit and pay to the owner the purchase price 
and the further sum of $100, the holder of tickets, which he has presented for redemption, which 
was refused, is not required to return to the carrier's office ten days after demand, and demand 
the price, in order to put the carrier in default. 

Acts Twenty-eighth General Assembly, chapter 71, section 1, provides that it shall be the 
duty of common carriers to provide for redemption of the whole or any integral part of any pas- 
senger ticket that such carrier may have sold as the purchaser or owner has not used for pa^saga 
or received transportation, for which such ticket should have been surrendered ; and section 8 
declares that any railroad company, who, "as common carrier, " shall tell or issue tickets, and 
shall refuse or neglect to redeem the same, i-hall incur a forfeiture prescribed. Held, that such 
statute was for the benefit of only such persons as purchased tickets for transportation, and 
hence a person who purchased tickets for the purpose only of having them redeemed, or, on the 
company's failure, of recovering the penalty prescribed, was not entitled to recover such penalty. 
Jolly v. Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Company, 08 N. W. Rep. , 655. 



INTOXICATING LIQUORS— IMPORTATION— EXPRESS COMPANY"— C. O. D. 8ALE*-NUT8ANCR. 

Where an express company stored C. O. D. packages of intoxicating liquor in the depot and 
warehouse of the railroad company over which it wan transported, to be delivered to the con- 
signee on payment of the price, it was liable for the maintenance of a liquor nuisance. Dosh v. 
United States Express Company, et al. t 793 N. W. Rep., 671. 



RAILROADS— FIRE— NEGLIGENCE -QUESTION FOR JURY— INJURY SUSTAINED IN PUTTING FIRS 

OUT— PROXIMATE CAUSE. 

Plaintiff's evidence showed that the engine that set the fire on his premises also set another 
in a cornfield less than twenty rods away, and that sparks * 'went about seven rods from the 
track. " There was only some testimony that defendant was using slack coal in its engines which 
on account of the dryness of the weather, and the season of the year, was dangerous to use. 
Held sufficient to take the case to the jury. 

Negligence of railroad company in starting fire on plaintiff's premises which would be the 
proximate cause of injury to his health by over exertion in putting it out. Glanz v. Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Company, 98 N. W. Rep., 576. 



RAILROAD-PASSENGER TRAIN— TRESPASSER— EJECTION— BBATI NO BY CONDUCTOR— COMPANY'S 

LIABILITY. 

Plaintiff, who was a trespasser on a passenger train, had been twice ejected. He again 
climbed to the rear step9 of the last coach, when the conductor, coming from inside the vestibule 
door, seized him by the collar, and slappe l and beat him with his hand. The train was again 
stopped, and plaintiff ejected. Held, that the beating administered by the conductor was within 
the scope of his authority as agent of the railroad company, so as to render it liable therefor. 
Hamilton v. Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, 798 N. W. Rep. , 594. 



RAILROADS— KILLING STOCK— DEFECTIVE GATE -FINDINGS. 

A special finding in an action against a railroad for killing stock, alleged to have escaped onto 
the track by reason of a defective gate, that the jury did not know how the gate became opened 
at the time of the accident, is not necessarily inconsistent with a general verdict for plaintiff, it 
having been specially foand that the gate, as to its fastenings, was not sufficient or in good repair, 
at the time of the acoident, and it not being necessary to determine specifically how it came open, 
the material question being whether it was open on account of defective construction. Saar v. 
Chicago, Burlington & Kansas City Railway company, 93 N. W. Rep , 66. 
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STRUT RAILWAY— COLLISION WITH PBDE8TRT AN— NEGLIGENCE AFTER DANGER IS APPARENT - 

EVTDENCE. 

Though one is negligent in getting struck by a street car, yet if the motorman sees his danger 
long enough before the accident to prevent it, and negligently fails to do so, the railway company 
is liable. 

A finding that a motorman of an electric street car saw a person who was struck by the car in 
time to have avoided accident to him (it being possible to stop the car within from five to twelve 
feet) it authorized by evidence that from the front platform, where he was, he could easily see 
the surface of the street Immediately in front ; that it was his duty, not only under the rules of 
the railway company, but also under the general requirement of the exercise of care in operating 
the car, to be on the lookout to avoid Injuring persons in the street ; and that deceased was car- 
ried twenty feet, while clinging to the dashboard, before he was run over. Barry v. Burlington 
Railway & Light Company, 08 N. W. Rep. , 68. 



SERVANT— ASSUMPTION OF RISK. 

A section hand was engaged with others in unloading ties from a box car at different places 
where it slowed up along the track. The ties were piled lengthwise in the car in three tiers, one 
in each end and one in the middle, and at the time of the accident the middle pile had been about 
exhausted. While he was standing in the car door, the train started ahead, and as a result of the 
jerk several ties slid off the end pile and injured him. He was familiar with the track and with 
the work in which he was engaged. Held, that he had assumed the risk. Branoo v. Illinois 
Central Railroad company, 03 N. W. Rep., 97. 



SEW BR ASSESSMENTS— FRONT-FOOT RULE— CONSTITUTION A LIT Y— HARMLESS ERROR— PROPOR- 
TIONATE RENEFIT8— RAILROAD PROPERTT— SALE FOR ASSESSMENTS. 

It was not prejudicial error to assess separately the two sides of a lot divided by a railway, the 
whole lot belonging to the railway company. 

Under Code, section 819, providing that a portion of the cost of a sewer may be assessed against 
•'the property abutting" thereon "in proportion to the number of linear front feet in each parcel," 
lots owned in fee by a railroad are subject to assessment, though the right of way be situated 
thereon. 

Code, section 840, provides that special assessments for street improvements made against 
* 'any railway" shall be a debt due from the railway, which may be enforced by action at law, or 
the lien thereof enforced by an equity action against the property on which the assessment has 
been levied. Held, that assessments for sewers may, nevertheless, be levied and forced against 
parcels of land owned by a railroad, and not used in carrying on business peculiar thereto, in 
the same manner that is provided for any other property. 

Under Code, section 840, property of a railroad, the loss of whioh would dismember the road 
as a line of travel, could not be sold under special assessment as ordinary property. Minneapolis 
& St. Louis Railway company v. Lindqulst, Treasurer of Webster County, el al,, 93 N. W. 
Rep., 103. 



RAILROAD-CROSSING ACCr DENT -GIVING OF SIGNALS — NEGATIVE TESTIMONY — WEIGHT— CON- 
TRIBUTORY NEGLIGENCE— J URY QUESTION — INSTRUCTIONS— ADMISSIONS OF CONDUCTOR— 
ADMISSIBILITY. 

Plaintiff approach* da railroad crossing at a slow trot without stopping to look and listen. 
She testified, however, that she did listen, and, had the statutory signal been given by an 
approaching locomotive, could have avoided the ensuing accident. The evidence as to whether 
she could have seen the train, had she looked, was conflicting. Held, that the question of con- 
tributory negligence was for the jury. 

Instructions assuming that plaintiff, injured at a railroad crossing, knew the view of the 
track to be completely obstructed, so that it was her duty to stop, to look and listen, are prop- 
erly refused where the evidence as to obstruction of view is conflicting. 

A special instruction requested in a railroad-crossing accident case, based on plaintiff's 
admission after the accident that she heard the train, but thought she could get across, as sum- 
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ciently covered by the general instruction that, if she saw or heard the train in time to avoid 
the collision, she could not recover. 

In a rail road- cross! r g accident case, it is not error to admit evidence that the trainmen, 
including the conductor, remained t-ilent when accused by the witness, immediately after the 
accident, of failing to whistle for the crossing; the court instructing that the evidence was 
admitted only to contradict the conductor in case he testified that the signal was given, as he 
afterwards did. Selensky v. Chicago Great Western Railway Company, 91 N. W. Rep., 272. 



EMINENT DOMAIN— AWARD— APPEAL— DISMISSAL— COSTS— ATTORNEY'S PEES— TAXATION. 

Code, section 2007, provides that a railway company condemning land shall pay all the costs 
of the assessment by commissioner* and those occasioned by an appeal, Id eluding reasonable 
attorney's fees unless on the trial the same or a less amount of damages is awarded than was 
allowed by the commissioners. Held, that where, after an appeal bv both parties from an 
award, the appeal was dismissed on a stipulation that the landowner, should receive the amount 
awarded in full settlement of his claim, and that the railroad company should construct a 
private crossing at a point to be designated, but which was silent as to costs and attorney's fees 
an assessment ttiereof against the railroad company was proper. Heath rt. al. v. Mason City 
& Fort Dodge Railway Company, 94 N. W. Rep. 467. 



RAILROADS-INJURIES TO STOCK ON TRACK— PROXIMATE CAUSE -DEFECTIVE CATTLE GUARDS- 
STATUTORY PROVISIONS— EVIDENCE— INSTRUCTIONS. 

Where a cattle guard was so filled with snow and ice as to furnish no obstruction, and there 
was an additional inducement for plaintiff's colts to follow other horses which had passed the 
guard because of its defective condition, the question whether the failure to properly maintain 
the guard was the proximate cause of the injury to plaintiff's colts was for the jury. 

Plaintiff's two colts were killed by defendant's train while on the right of way near a crossing 
between cattle guards, and it was shown that the west guard was filled with snow and ice so as 
to furnish no obstruction to the passage of stock. There was evidence that the tracks of a horse 
which was with the colts, and which jumped over the right of way fence, indicated that it had 
stopped frequently ; that along the side of the rails and between them were tracks of a horse that 
was running fast, as though frightened. Aside from this, there was nothing to indicate how 
long the stock was on the right of way. One of the colts waB found seventy-five feet inside the 
west cattle guard. Held, that the jury might have inferred that the stock had passtd over the 
guard some time before the approach of the train, and at a time they would not have undertaken 
to do so had the guard been in repair and free from snow and ice. 

In an action against a railroad company for killing colts claimed to have wandered onto its 
right of way over a defective cattle guard protecting a crossing, an instruction that • ' the ques- 
tion as to whether defendant was negligent in the operation of its train at and approaching the 
crossing • * • is withdrawn from your consideration, and you will not, therefore, • * * 
consider any evidence that may have been introduced as to the speed of the train or the ability of 
the engine men to observe the crossing as the train approached the same, " was not misleading, 
as withdrawing from the jury evidence of what the engineer actually saw, or any of the evidence 
bearing on the collision with the colts. 

Code, section 2022, provides that railroads shall ' ' make and keep in good repair " cattle 
guards at certain places. Section 2055 provides that a railroad shall be liable to the owner of any 
stock killed by reason of want of such cattle guards, and that, to recover, it shall only be neces- 
sary to prove the loss or injury. Held, that permitting a guard to become so filled with enow 
and ice as to furnish no obstruction to the passage of stock was a failure ' * to maintain proper 
and sufficient cattle guards" within the meaning of the statute. Paul v. Chicago, Milwaukee & 
St. Paul Railway company, 94 N. W. Rep. , 498. 



RAILROADS-CROSSING INJURIES— NEGLIGENCE— PAILURE TO GIVE SIGNAL*— PRIVATE CROSSINGS 
— CONTRTHOTORY NEGLIGENCE— NECESSARY PRECAUTIONS— EVIDENCE— SUFFICIENCY— PROXI- 
MATE CAUSE— QUESTION FOR JURY— INSTRUCTIONS. 

There is no duty incumbent on a railroad company, either at common law or by statute, to- 
give signals at private crossings. 
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A person using a private crossing over a railroad in the vicinity of a public crossing has the 
right to rely on the giving of proper signals by the company's servants at the public crossing. 

Whether the failure of railroad employes to give proper signals at a public crossing was the 
proximate cause of plaintiff's injury was a question for the ju' y. 

One about to cross a railroad track is not required to keep a constant outlook for trains, but 
is obliged to use only such ordinary prudence as a reasonable man should exercise under like 
circumstances. 

Whether plaintiff in an action for injuries received while crossing a railroad track at a private 
crossing was* guilty of contributory negligence was, under the evidence, properly submitted to 
the jury. 

In an action against a railroad company for Injuries at a crossing, an instruction that, if the 
circumstances were such as to induce a a reasonably prudent man to believe that he could use the 
crossing with safety " without precautions, " their omission was not negligence, but erroneous. 

In an action against a railroad company for injuries at a crossing, where an instruction given 
incorrectly stated the duty of plaintiff to use precautions, the error was not cured by other in. 
struct ions stating the correct rule. Defrieze v. Illinois Central Railroad company, 94 N. W. 
Rep.,ft06. 



RAILROADS— SPUB TO MINE— PUBLIC WAV— CONDEMNATION— DIVISION LINE— COMPLIANCE WITH 
STATUTE— CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. 

Code, section 2028, providing that a person owning or leasing land and not having a private or 
public way thereto may have a public way to any railway station, Btreet or highway over the 
land of another on or immediately adjacent to a division line, and section 2031, providing that any 
owner, lessee, or possessor of lands having mineral thereon, who has paid the damages assessed 
for roads established at above provided, may construct a railway thereon for the purpose of 
reaching and opening a quarry or mine on the land and transporting the products to market, are 
to be construed together, and it is only on a public way established under the first section that a 
railway may be established under the latter one. 

A right of way for a railway to a mine may be a public way, though it cannot be used by the 
public for travel except by railway cars, as another mine owner may have the use of it without 
paying additional damages to the owner of the land through which it is constructed. 

The right of way which a mine owner may have condemned over the land of another to his 
mine for the purpose of a railway is a public way, so that the statute authorizing It is not in vio- 
lation of the Constitution, as allowing a taking of property for private use. 

The owners of a mine had the right of way for a spur track from the mine to a railroad loca- 
ted over the land of another in such a way that the spur was within forty feet of a division line at 
the place where it entered the land, but diverged further on so that it was 2S7 feet from the line 
at the place or junction with the railway, in order that the carve necessary to make the connec- 
tion with the railway should not be more than twelve degrees, this being as nharp a curve as is 
usual in good railroad construction. Had the spur been constructed along another division line, it 
would have reached the railroad without diverging more than forty feet from the line, but this 
route was over rough and broken ground, and would have required a much longer spur. Held, 
that the right of way as located was a substantial compliance with the requirements of the statute 
that it should be on or immediately adjacent to a division line. 

Although a spur track from a mine came to a junction with a railway more than a mile from 
a station, yet, since the cars from the mine could be hauled over the railway to the station, the 
mine owner had a public way to the station within the meaning of the statute providing that amine 
owner may have a public way to a station established for the purpose of building a railway 
thereon. Morrison v. Thistle Coal Company et al. , 94 N. W. Rep , 507. 



RAILROADS— INJURIES AT STATIONS— NEGLIGENCE OF MAIL CLERK— DANGEROUS CUSTOM- 
KNOWLEDGE OF DEFENDANT— ASSUMPTION OF RISK. 

While an agent of the United States postal department in charge of a mail oar is not a servant 
of the railroad company carrying mails, in such a sense that his negligence in throwing a mail 
bag from the train, thereby injuring a bystander, is chargeable to the company, yet the railway 
company is responsible, in permitting the agent to pursue a dangerous course of conduct in 
throwing off mail bags at stations, if continued for a sufficient length of time to charge the com- 
pany with knowledge thereof. 
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The liability of a railroad company for negligence in permitting a mail clerk to throw bags 
from the train in a manner dangerous to persons on the platform extends to injuries to all 
persons rightfully on the platform, whether passengers or not. 

The mere knowledge of the existence of a custom or condition which is dangerous is not 
sufficient to charge a person injured with the assumption of the risk thereof, unless such person 
has appreciated the danger involved. 

A mail carrier who wcs injured while standing at the end of a platform by being struck with 
a mail bag thrown from a moving train did not assume the risk of sueh injury, although he knew 
of the custom of the mail clerk to throw the mall bags from the trains while in motion, where 
such custom was to throw the bags from the train while passing the center of the platform. 

One who is injured while standing in a dangerous position assumes only such risks as are only 
reasonably to be apprehended by him to himself in the position which he took, as incident to the 
dangerous usage of which he had knowledge. 

One who assumes the risk incident to throwing mail bags on a train while in motion does not 
thereby assume the risk of a mail bag being thrown from the train and striking him. 

A railroad company is liable to a person injured, while rightfully on the company's platform, 
by being struck by a mail bag thrown by the mail clerk from a moving train, where such custom 
has been so long continued as to charge the company with knowledge thereof, although the cus- 
tom had been to throw the bags from the train at a different point on the platform. Carver v. 
Minneapolis & St. Louis Railway Company, 94 N. W. Rep. , 862. 



INJURIES TO SERVANT— NEGLIGENCE— ASSUMPTION OP RISK— FELLOW SERVANTS. 

A master is not liable for injuries to a servant owing to the caving in of a bank beside which 
the servant was working, where the caving was due to the nature of the soil, which was as 
apparent to the servant as to any one. 

A foreman in charge of a steam shovel, while assisting in replacing a chain on a pulley of the 
■hovel is a fellow servant with a laborer who is also engaged in replacing the chain. 

In an action by a servant for injuries sustained by the caving in of a bank while he was replac- 
ing a chain on a pulley of a steam shovel, the failure to move the shovel to a different place could 
not be regarded as negligence in the absence of any evidence that it was generally unsafe to 
attempt to replace the chain while the shovel was in such a position. McQueeny v. Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, 04 N. W. Rep., 1124. 



STREET RATLROAD3— INJUR T TO PEDESTRIAN— COSTRIRCTORT NEGLIGENCE— PRESUMPTIONS- 
DIRECTION OP VERDICT. 

Five or six covered wagons were following one another southward along a street close to a 
street railway track. Decedent stepped from behind the last of these wagons towards the track, 
and was struck by a street car coming from the south. There was evidence that the oar was 
running faster than allowed by law. There was no evidence that any care was exercised by 
deceased to avoid collision with the car. Held, that a verdict for defendant was properly 
directed. 

Where there is direct evidence as to the circumstances surrounding an accident resulting in 
the death of the person injured, the presumption that prompted by the instinct of self preserva- 
tion, he was in the exercise of due care, does not obtain. 

Weaver and Deemer, JJ., dissenting. Ames v. Waterloo & Cedar Falls Rapid Transit 
Company. 96 N. W. Rep., 161. 



RAILROADS— RIGHT OP WAY— ESTABLISHMENT— CONSENT DECREE— EFFECT— PRIOR AGREEMENT- 
MERGER— ADVERSE POSSESSION— BASEMENTS— ADDITIONAL SERVITUDE— TELEGRAPH LIVES— 
ACCOUNTING— RENTS AND PROFIT. 

Where a railroad company condemned a right of way over defendant's land, the fact that 
the erection of telegraph poles and wires along the right of way under a contract between the 
railroad company and the telegraph company created an additional servitude on the land did not 
entitle defendant to an accounting of the rents and profits received by the railroad from the tele- 
graph company. 



Digitized by LjOOQ IC 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 343 

Where an action for the condemnation of a railroad right of way was settled by the parties, 
and a consent decree was entered, conferring an easement on the railroad company for a right of 
way of the land as described, such decree had the same effect as a deed to convey such right of 
way. 

Where a landowner remained in posses-ion of a part of land over which a railroad right of 
way had been granted, such possession, in the absence of evidence that his holding was adverse 
to the railroad company's rights, and that it had knowledge thereof, would be construed to be 
subservient to the rights of the railroad company. 

Where a proceeding to condemn a railroad right of way was settled by a stipulation granting 
the railroad the right of way demanded, which contained no reservation of a part of defendant's 
yard contained in such right of way, all prior agreements were merged in the stipulation, and 
defendant was not entitled to enforce an oral agreement between the railroad and his grantor 
that the railroad company would not disturb the owner's use of the yards as it then existed. 
Chicago, Minneapolis & St. Paul Railway Company v. Snyder, etaL, 95 N. W. Rep., 183. 



RAILROADS— FIRES-EVIDENCE OF ENGINE CAUSING FIRE— EFFECT— NEGLIGENCE— PROOF. 

Where the fact that a locomotive engine passing over a railway company's right of way canned 
a fire is shown, the bnrdon of proof not only shifts to the company to show freedom from negli- 
gence, but the fact proven stands as substantive evidence of its negligence. West Side Mutual 
Fire insurance Company v. Chicago & North- Western Railway company, 95 N. W. Rep., 198. 



RAILROADS— BIGHT OF WAT— PRESUMPTION Afl TO WIDTH— EVIDENCE. 

The presumption that a railroad company acquired, as grantee in a deed conveying to it a 
strip of land fifty feet wile on each side of the center of its mi in track as definitely located, a 
right of way of the maximum statutory width of 100 feet, is overcome by proof that a third per 
son as grantee in a deed conveying land adjacent to the railroad right of way, erected a fence 
thirty feet from the center of the company's main track, and occupied the land up to the fence 
for more than twenty-five years, without objection from the company. Cedar Rapids Canning 
Company v. Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company, 95 N. W. Rep. , 195. 



RAILROADS— RIGHT OF WAT— CONDEMNATION— AWARD— APPEAI/— ATTORNEY'S FEE81- 

ALLOWANCE. 

Under Code, section 2007, providing that, in proceedings to condemn a railroad right of way, 
the corporation shall pay all costs of the assessment and those occasioned by the appeal, including 
a reasonable attorney's fee, to be taxed by the court, unless on the trial the same or a less amount 
of damages is awarded than was allowed by the commissioners, it was error to tax an attorney's 
fee on appeal from a commissioner' a award, and apportion the same, as a part of the costs, between 
the parties, where the verdict on appeal was much less than the amount awarded by the commis- 
sioners. Wormely v. Mason City & Fort Dodge Railroad company, 95 N. W. Rep. , 20d 



STREET RAILROAD— ACCIDENT— NEGLIGENCE. 

Whether a motorman on a street car was negligent in becoming spellbound with fear on the 
discovery of the danger to plaintiffs intestate is a question for the jury under the circum- 
stances. Barry v. Burlington Railway & Light Company, 95 N. W. Rep., 229. 



INJURY TO RAILROAD EMPLOYED— INSTRUCTIONS. 

Code, section 2071, providing that railroad companies shall be liable to their employes for 
damages resulting from the negligeuce of their agents and servants when connected with the use 
and operation of any railway, renders them so liable to any employe engaged in work exposing 
him to the hazards arising from the operation of a railroad. 
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A servant employed by a railroad company in unloading rails from a car in a repair train by 
means of a cable was connected in his employment with the use and operation of the company's 
railway within Code, section 2071. relating to the liability of railroad companies for the negli- 
gence of employes. 

In an action by a servant employed with others in unloading rails from a car in a repair train, 
an instruction that, if plaintiff gave the signal to move the train, and as a result of such move- 
ment he was injured, he could not recover, was erroneous, as ignoring the question of due care 
for his safety by his associates, and due care on his own part in giving the signal. Williams v. 
Iowa Central Railway company, 96, N. W. Rep. , 774. 



RAILROADS— KILLING STOCK -FAILURE TO MAINTAIN PROPER PBNOE8— WHAT CONSTITUTES 
RAILROAD PENCE— KEGLIGENCE— EVIDENCE— 8UFHCIBNOY. 

A. railway company built two fences on the north side of its track. The first fence, placed 
about a rod from the boundary of the right of way, was connected with a cattle guard at a street 
crossing, and was extended westward indefinitely. The second fence extended from the street 
forming the crossing along the boundary of the right of way westward for about five hundred 
feet to a pasture, where it turned, and joined the first fence. At the pasture end of the lane 
thus formed was a gate opening into the pasture, while the street end of the lane was open. 
Held, that the first fence was a railroad fence, within the Code, section 2055, making a railroad 
company liable for killing stock by reason of its failure to properly fence its track 

Live stock stray In gin the lane was stock running at large, within Code, section 2055, provid- 
ing that any corporation operating a railway and failing to fence the same against live stock run- 
ning at large shall be liable for the stock killed. 

In an action against a railway company for killing a mule it was shown that the mule had 
been kept in a pasture at the end of a lane formed by two fences built by a railway company on 
its right of way; that at the pasture end of the lane was a gate leading into the pasture, while at 
the other end the lane was open at a street ; that the day before the mule was killed it was in the 
pasture; that during the evening before it was killed it was seen in the lane; that it strayed from 
the lane on the track through a defective fence. Held, sufficient to establish a prima facie case 
of negligence on the part of the company, shifting the burden on it to show its freedom from 
negligence. 

In such a case it was not sufficient to negative the prima facie case of negligence to show that 
the mule was in a safe place the day before it was killed, or to indulge in the conjecture that 
some one opened the gate leading from the lane to the pasture, and thus allowed it to enter the 
lane, but the company must prove that the animal came through the gate. Dailey v. Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, 96 N. W. Rep., 778. 



RAILWAYS-CROSSINGS— FAILURE TO STOP- PENALTY. 

Code, section 2073, declares that any engineer who fails to bring his train to a full stop 
before crossing an intersecting railroad on the same level shall forfeit $100, and that the railroad 
shall forfeit the sum of $200. Held that, where the train failed to stop because the brakes were 
defective, so that the engineer was not guilty of the offense, the railroad was not liable. 

The offense was not committed if the engineer attempted to stop the train, but was unable to 
doso. 

The statute was not unconstitutional as imposing a penalty on a railroad for the offense of ite 
engineer, as it merely exacted a duty of the corporation of seeing that its employe acted in 
obedience to the statute. 

The burden on the State of proving tha*. a railroad engineer was liable to the penalty imposed 
by Code, section 2073, for failure to stop his train before crossing an intersecting railroad on 
the same level, was not shifted by proof that the train did not stop. 

In an action against a railroad for a penalty for failure to stop its train before crossing an in- 
tersecting road, the general rales prevailing in civil actions govern, and the State is not bound to 
prove the commission of the offense beyond a reasonable doubt. State v. Chicago, Milwaukee & 
St. Paul Railway company, 96 N. W. Rep., 904. 
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CARRIAGE OP GOODS— CONNECTING CARRIER— DELIVERY— BILLS OF LADING— ESTOPPEL. 

A shipper of goods, who informed the connecting carrier that he held bills of lading for 
the goods, was estopped from disputing the fact. 

Where no bills of lading are issued, the carrier is justified in delivering the goods to the 
•consignee without the production of receipts or other evidences of ownership issued to the 
•consignor. 

A shipper of goods telegraphed to the connecting carrier that he held the bills of lading, and 
that no delivery should be made until bills of lading were surrendered. The carrier thereupon 
refused to deliver the goods. Subsequentlv the shipper wrote a letter, addressed to the con- 
necting carrier, recalling the order in the telegram, and directing a delivery without the bills of 
lading. The consignee presented the letter to the carrier at its office at the place of destination, 
Dut the carrier refused to deliver because the bills of lading were not produced, but delivered 
them on product lop of the freight receipts. Held, that the carrier was justified in refusing to 
deliver, and therefore not liable to the shipper for the damage to the goods caused by the delay 
in the delivery. Schlighting v. Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company, 96 N. W. 
Rep., 959. 



RAILROADS -FIRES ALONG RTGHT OP WAT— DESTRUCTION OP MEADOW -MEASURE OP DAMAGE— 
EVIDENCE — KILLING OP STOCK— DOUBLE DAMAGES — CONCESSIONS BY COUNSEL— NOTI CE— 
SUFFICIENCY— AFFIDAVIT -JURAT. 

In an action against a railroad company for damages caused by burning a part of a meadow 
adjacent to the right of way, the measure of damages was the cost of reseeding and the rental 
value of the land during th- time it was rendered unproductive for the purpose for which it was 
being used, as shown by evidence of what portions of the land not burned actually produced, and 
not the general rental value of land in that vicinity. 

In an action against a railroad company for setting fire to hay neir the track, evidence that 
within a few minutes after the passing of defendant's locomotive, and while a strong wind was 
blowing from the direction of the track towards the hay, it was first discovered to be on fire, was 
sufficient to justify a finding that the hay was set on fire by sparks from the locomotive. 

In an action against a railroad company for killing a steer on the track, a concession of plaintiff's 
counsel that plaintiff was not entitled to recover double damages under the statute did not estop 
him from afterwards claiming double damages, the right thereto growing out of the statute, and 
not requiring any evidence other than that required to establish a cause of action, so that defendant 
was not prejudiced by the withdrawal uf the concession. 

Oode, section 2055, provides that double damages are to be allowed against a railroad company 
for killing stock if the company fails to pay for the stock within thirty days after notice in writing 
that the loss or injury has occurred, etc. A notice of the killing of stock was addressed to the 
Minneapolis & St. Louis "Railway" company while the name of the corporation was the Minneap- 
olis & 8t. Louis "Railroad" company, the name given in the notice being the name of a predecessor 
of the defendant w hie i had formerly owned the same line of road. The notice, however, was 
actually served upon and brought to the personal attention of the proper officer of the defendant 
•company, and the affidavit referred to the Minneapolis & St. Louis * 'Railroad" company, and 
stated that the stock was killed by said ' 'railroad" company. Held, that the notice was not 
insufficient because using the term * 'railway" instead of • 'railroad. " 

In an action against a railroad company for the killing of stock, in which plaintiff claimed 
double damages under the statute (Oode, section 2065), defendant's tender to plaintiff of a certain 
sum, which plaintiff claimed to be the value of the stock, was sufficient evidence of the value of 
the stock to form a basis for the recovery of double damages. Black v. Minneapolis & St. Louis 
Railroad company, WN, W. Rep., 984. 



CARRIERS— IN JURT TO PASSENOERS— EVIDENCE— DEFECTIVE TRACK— OTHER DEFECTS— RELEASE- 
EXECUTION— MENTAL INCOMPETENCY. 

Where, in an action for injuries to a passenger caused by a broken railroad rail, plaintiff 
claimed that the track at and near the point of the accident wai defective, in that the rails used 
were too light, evidence of the breaking of rails at o:her near-by points on the line, where the 
-conditions generally were the same as at the point of the accident, was competent. Whittlesey 
v. Barllnjfton, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company, 97 N. W. Rep., 60. 
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SYLLABI OF DECISIONS. 



The Diamond Mills 
v. 
Boston and Maine Railroad Company. 
Decided November 17, 1902. 

Shippers are not entitled a9 matter of right to mill grain in transit and forward the milled 
product under the through rate in force on the grain from the point of origin to the place of ulti" 
mate destination ; on the contrary, milling in transit is a special privilege for which extra com- 
pensation is usually exacted by carriers and which is only permitted by them under prescribed 
terms and conditions. 

At common law, and under the act to regulate commerce as interpreted by the courts, joint 
through routes and through rates are matters of contract between the connecting carriers, and 
the defendant, as party to a joint tariff which does not give shippers the privilege of milling in 
transit, acting within its legal right in notifying its immediate connections and the complainant 
that.it would not permit that practice. 

Complainant bring9 grain from western points to Buffalo, N. Y. , where it is milled, and ships 
the product to points on defendant's line in New England. The through tariff rates on grain and 
grain products from the points of origin to the New England points of destination are the same, 
but no right of milling in transit is granted in the joint tariff. Under a regulation of the Lake 
Shore Company, one of the parties to the tariff, and on whose line com plalnant's mill is located, 
milling in transit is permitted under a penalty of 1>£ cents per 100 pounds above the rate on grain 
but defendant does not join in granting that privilege to shippers from western points to points on 
Its line in New England, and when grain so milled in transit is received by defendant it imposes 
an arbitrary charge of cents per 100 pounds. The sum of the rate on separate shipments of grain 
from the west to Buffalo and the established joint rate of 12 cents per 100 pounds on grain products 
from Buffalo to points on defendant's line is less than the through grain rate added to the de- 
fendant's 6-cent arbitrary. Held. (1) That defendant has acted unlawfully in imposing the 
arbitrary charge of 6 cents per 100 pounds in addition to the through grain rate on complainant's 
milled products forwarded from Buffalo, and that it was and is bound to apply on such transpor- 
tation from Buffalo its established joint rate on grain products from that point to New England 
destinations. (2) That complainant is entitled to reparation in the sum of $35$.% 1, the difference 
between charges exacted from it on the basis of the 6-cent arbitrary added to the through grain 
rate an i the sum of established rates on grain to and on milled products from Buffalo 9 1. 0. C. 
Rep. 



In thn Matter op Rates and Practices of the Mobile & Ohio Ratlroad Company in 
the Transportation or Grain to Vicksbctro, Mississippi, Shipped prom or through 
St. Louis, Missouri, and East St. Louis, Illinois. 

Decided January 81, 1908. 

A published tariff regulation permitting grain to be shipped through from point of origin to 
final destination with a stop-over privilege in East St. Louis for cleaning, sacking or other legiti- 
mate purpose, the shipment covering a proportional or balance of a through rate from East 8t. 
Louis, is not shown to be objeotionable in this case, but that part of defendant's tariff regulation 
which provides that grain may be shipped to East St. Louis m a local rate and forwarded as a 

(349) 
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new shipment from that point on a 12-cent proportional rate to Vick-bnrg, Miss., and common 
points, disregards the higher 15-cent local rate from East 8t. Louis to those destinations and is 
not in accord with the doctrine announced by the Commission in Re Alleged Unlawful Rate* and 
Practices in the Transportation of Grain and Grain Products by the A. T. <fc S. F. Ry. Co. ei 
al , 7 I. C. C. Rep. 240, 9 I. O. O. Rep. 



In the Matter of Proposed Advances is Freight Rates. 

Decided April 1, 1908. 

The act to regulate commerce provides that all interstate rates shall be filed with the Com- 
mission, and requires annual reports of the operations and financial condition of all interstate 
carriers. When the schedule is filed announcing an advance of general application, for which no 
apparent reason exists, such action is a proper subject of investigation, and if it thereupon ap- 
pears that the advance is unwarranted the Commission should exhaust whatever power it has to 
correct the injustice. Transportation by rail is a quasi-public service, not to be sold to the high- 
est bidder, and the charges therefor are not controlled by the law of supply and demand. 
Freight rates do not in fact rise and fall with changes in the market prices of commodities, 
though they are often affected by commercial conditions ; and when reductions have been made 
on account of commercial depression it is difficult to see why corresponding advances may not 
properly be made with the return of business prosperity. 

An increase which results solely from the withdrawal of a lower export rate, or from the 
maintenance of a published tariff, cannot ordinarily be condemned as unlawful. Railways are 
entitled to share in the general prosprity of the country; they have suffered severely in the past 
and should be allowed to recuperate while that prosperity continues; but it does not follow nec- 
essarily that they are entitled to advance former rates which were not reduced on account of 
financial depression . 

Under the competitive conditions which heretofore prevailed, tariff rates on grain and grain 
products from Chicago to New York have not exceeded 17% cents during the last four years, ex- 
cept for a brief period, while the actual rates have been materially and sometimes greatly below 
that figure. The legality of the recent advance of this rate to 20 cents depends upon two con- 
siderations : First, whether the increased rate is reasonable, having reference to the cost and 
value of the service, and as compared with rates on other commodities; and, second, whether it 
is reasonable in the absolute, regarded as essentially a tax upon the people who ultimately pay 
the transportation charge. 

A rate of 17% cents on grain and grain products from Chicago to New York is not shown, as 
alleged by the carriers, to be un remunerative or disproportionate as compared with other rates. 
Whether tested by cost of movement, by what the carriers have voluntarily accepted in the past, 
or by comparison with rates on somewhat similar kinds of traffic, it is not unprofitable nor un- 
reasonably low. It Is from 2 to 5 cents— 10 to 40 per cent— higher than the rates actually received 
in recent years, and nothing appears in the financial condition of the carriers to justify a greater 
advance. 

The rate advances involved in this investigation are those on iron articles, packing house 
products, dressed meats, and grain and grain products. Upon all the facts and conditions now 
appearing, Held, That as rates on iron articles were formerly reduced on account of commercial 
conditions, the advances in those rates may have been proper owing to subsequent change in such 
conditions; that the advance in the rate on packing house prod acts, which was made by with- 
drawing a lower export rate, is not properly an advance ; that the advances in rates on dressed 
meats ought not to be condemned under the peculiar circumstances surrounding that traffic ; 
that the advance in the domestic rate on grain and grain products from 17}£ to 20 cents per 100 
pound** from Chicago and the other advance made in consequence of the increased rate from 
Chicago to New York, the same being an advance over the highest published rate in effect for the 
most of four years previous and a great advance over actual rates received fof the last fifteen 
years, are not justified. 

This proceeding is in the form of a general investigation, and although the respondent carriers 
were fully heard by their traffic representatives, and in some Instance* through their attorneys, 
the proceeding is in a manner ex parte, and facts not brought out in this inquiry, with further 
discussion of the subject, might lead to a different conclusion. No order, therefore, can be 
made upon this record, but further proceedings will be commenced unless the respondent car- 
riers readjusted their rates on grain and grain products in accordance with the views herein ex 
pressed on or before May 16, 1903. 9 I. C. C. Rep. 
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The Proctor & Gamble Company, 

v. 

Tub Cincinnati, Hamilton & Dayton Railway Company et al. 

Decided April 10, 1908. 

Although the fact that most shippers of a given article in part of a described territory were 
permitted to secure reduced rates by billing at net weight, while many other shippers of the same 
article in another portion of that territory paid higher rates through billing at the fall weight of 
the package and its contents, is ample warrant for an order requiring the carriers to remove the 
unjust discrimination as between such shippers by discontinuing the practice of shipping at net 
weights in any part of the territory, yet, on the other hand, unless the net-weight practice was 
prevalent throughout subsbantially the whole territory affected and either authorized by carriers 
generally in that territory or so well known from constant and general application as to receive 
implied sanction, it would not of itself constitute sufficient ground for an order requiring a re- 
duction in rates when all the carriers applied their established charges on the basis of gross 
weights. Decision in Proctor <fc Gamble v. Cincinnati, Hamilton <£ Dayton R. R. Co. et al. , 4 1. 
O. C Rep. 87, 8 Inters. Com. Rep. 131, which was based mainly upon testimony indicating general 
prevalence of the net- weight practice, held, in the light of further evidence, but controlling in 
this case. 

The presumption as to the reasonableness of rates long kept in effect by carriers as a voluntary 
act on their part does not attach in a case wh 're such rates have been established by carriers in 
compliance with a decision and order of the Commission. 

Profits secured by complainant from the operation of a railway connecting with the defendant 
lines and from other special advantages tending to diminish the amount of its transportation ex- 
penses would have very material bearing if the sole question involved was the reasonableness of 
rates charged to complainant, or if the rates exacted from it were drawn into comparison with 
those charged to competing soap manufacturers ; but where, as in this case, the chief question is 
as to the justice of a change in the classification of soap, not only as regards complainant, but as 
affecting all soap shippers in the classification territory, no order could be made respecting such 
change in favor of complainant which would not apply with equal force on shipments of other 
soap manufacturers in that territory; and as the case mainly involves the general question of 
classification, it must be decided in accordance with the principles which properly govern the 
classification of freight articles. 

The action of defendants in placing soap in carloads with common grades of grocery and 
other general merchandise in the fifth class of their freight classification and refusing to reduce 
soap in carloads to the sixth class, which includes only low grade freights, held not to be unlawful 
while other articles with which carload soap is properly compared are retained in the fifth class 
of such classification ; but this shall not operate to preclude the Commission from holding in an 
appropriate proceeding that fifth class rates in this territory are excessive. 

The privilege of shipping small quantities of articles in the same class as a mixed carload is 
valuable to a great many shippers and is not to be condemned because it may result in some 
degree to the advantage of particular manufacturers or to jobbers ; but when it appears, as in 
this case, that shippers like complainant are subjected to additional disadvantage under the 
operation of a mixed carload rule through the increase in a long-standing less than carload rate, 
the effect of that rule is properly to be considered In determining the reasonableness and justice 
of such increased rate. 

The action of defendants in increasing the classification of soap in less than carload* from 
fourth to third class was unreasonable and unjust under the acts to regulate commerce, and their 
subsequent practice of applying twenty per cent less than third class rates on such traffic is also 
unlawful. 9 L. C. C. Rep. 



Ulriok & Williams 



The Lake Shore & Michigan Southern Railway Company and The Cleveland, Cin- 
cinnati, Chicago A St. Louis Railway Company. 

Decided May 14, 1908. 

Complainant asks reparation on account of rates on ice from Hillsdale and other points in 
Michigan which, prior to September 8, 1901, were higher over the line formed by defendant 
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roads for the shorter distance to Spring Held than for the longer distance to Columbus, the rates 
to both points having been made the same on that date; bnt it appeared that other and shorter 
delivering lines compete for the traffic to Columbus and that the short-line distance to Colnmbns 
is le?s than the short-line distance to Springfield. Upon all the facts and circumstances, held, 
that the complaint should be dismissed. 9 I. C. O. Rep. 



8. 8. Daish & Sows 
v. 
The Cleveland, Akron & Columbus Railway Company and The Baltimore & Ohio Rail- 
road Company. 

Decided June 18, 1008. 

Complainant alleged unjust discrimination againit it in favor of other shippers by reason of 
unreasonable delay in forwarding and delivering a car load of hay consigned from Condlt, Ohio, to 
Washington, D. C. , and prayed for an award of damages. Held, that no unjust discrimination, 
or undue prejudice to complainant having been shown, the complaint should be dismissed. 9 1. 
0. C. Rep. 



The Mayor and City Council op Wichita, Kansas, y. the Atchison, Topeka & Santa 
Fb Railway Company etal., the Mayor and City Council of Hutchinson, Kansas, 

INTBRVBNORS. 

Decided June 18, 1908. 

The defendants having removed the cause of complaint by establishing rates on sugar from 
Sugar City and Rocky Ford, Colo. , to Wichita and Hutchinson, Kan. , no higher than those in 
effect from the same points to Kansas City, Mo. , no order Is necessary in this proceeding. 9 1, 
a C. Rep. 



In the Matter op the Applications of Certain Railroad Companies for an Extension 
of Time within which to Comply with the Provisions of the act of March 2, 1908, 
Relating to Safety Appliances. 

Decided October 16, 1908. 

The discretionary power lodged with the Commission to extend the period of time within 
which carriers are required to comply with the Safety Appliance Act, as amended March 2, 1908, 
was plainly designed to afford relief in cases which would otherwise inflict special hardship upon 
the public and the carriers, and should only be exercised under such circumstances and for such 
short length of time as were contemplated by the f ramers of the statute and are plainly Inferable 
from its terms. 

Extensions of time granted to petitioning carriers to comply with certain provisions of the 
act of March 2, 1903, amending the safety appliance act of March 2, 1896, as amended April 1, 1896. 
91. C. C. Rep. 



The Mayor and City Council of Wichita, Kansas, 
v. 

The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fb Railway Company el aL 

Decided October 24, 1908. 

On complaint by the city of Wichita, Kan. , alleging that defendants' rates on coal in car 
loads from Minden, Mo., McAlester, I.T. , and Russellville, Ark., to Wichita are unlawful as 
compared with defendants' coal rates from the same points to Kansas City, it appeared that the 
rates to Kansas City are controlled and actually forced by competitive conditions governing the 
transportation of coal to that city, but that such rates are remunerative and that the rates to 
Wichita cannot be found excessive upon the record as made in this case. Final order not entered 
and complainant allowed time to apply for leave to submit further testimony upon the reason- 
ableness of the rates to Wichita. Mayor and City Council of Wichita v. A. T. <fc 8. F. Ry. Co. , 
etal., 91. C. C. Rep. 534, cited and applied. 9. i. C. O. Rep. 
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The Mayor and City Council of Wichita, Kansas, 

V. 

The Atchison, Topbka & Santa Fb Railway Company, et al % The Kansas City Board of 

Tbade, Intervenor. 

Decided October 24, 1906. 

Where actual competition exists at the more distant point which does not obtain at the inter- 
mediate or nearer point, and where such competition has actually produced a lower rate at the 
more distant point which the carrier can not control and must meet to obtain a share of the 
business, neither the third nor the fourth section of the act to regulate commerce prohibits the 
disparity in rates at the shorter and longer distance points, provided the longer distance com- 
petitive rate is remunerative and the shorter distance point rate is reasonable. Decisions of the 
United States Supreme Court in Interstate Commerce Commission v. Alabama Midland R. Co. , 
108 U. 8., 144, 42 L. ed. 414, 18 Sup. Ct. Rep., 46; Louisville <fc N. R. Co. v. Behlmer, 175 U. S. t 
048, 44 L. ed. 800, 20 Sup. Ot. Rep., 209; Bast Tennessee, V. <&Q. R. Co. v. Interstate Commerce 
Commission* 181 U. 8. 1, 46 L. ed. 719, 21 Sup. Ct. Rep., 516; Interstate Commerce Commission v. 
Louisville & N. R. Co. % 190 U. a, 278, 47 L. ed. 1047, 28 Sup. Ct. Rep.. 687, cited and applied. 
On complaint of the city of Wichita, Kansas, alleging that the rates charged by defendants for 
the transportation of grain in carloads from Wichita to Galveston, Texas, for export are unlaw- 
fully higher than the export rates on like traffic in force for longer distances over defendants' 
lines from Kansas City to Galveston, on some of which lines Wichita is an intermediate point, it 
appeared that competition, which does not exist at Wichita, actually controls and forces the 
rates from Kansas City, which are, nevertheless, remunerative to the carrier ; but that the present 
wheat rate of 80% cents from Wichita to Galveston is excessive as applied to wheat and other 
kinds of grain to the extent of two cents per 100 pounds. Held, that the export rates on grain 
from Wichita to Galveston are unreasonable and unlawful, and should be reduced in accordance 
with the finding, but that order can be directed only against the unreasonableness of such rate 
and not against the adjustment of export rates as between Kansas City and Wichita to Galveston. 

The bt. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern Railway company would have been a proper but it 
is not a necessary party in this case, and while service of complaint upon the Missouri Pacific, 
the controlling company, may not be legal service upon the St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern, 
a subsidiary company, it does, in fact, for all practical purposes notify the latter company of this 
proceeding. 9 I. C. C. Rep. 



The Mayor and City Council of Wichita, Kansas, 

v. 

The Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company, et at. 

On complaint of the City of Wichita, Kan., alleging that rates from lumber shipping points 
west of the Mississippi river in Louisiana, Arkansas and Texas to Wichita are unreasonable and 
unduly prejudicial as compared with rates on like traffic from the same points to Kansas City, 
Mo. , Omaha and Lincoln, Neb. , and Topeka, Kan. , and that such rates are higher via the lines 
of the defendants, the Santa Fe and Rock Island systems, for the shorter distance to Wichita 
than for the longer distance through Wichita to Kansas City and the other destination points 
mentioned, it appeared that competitive conditions existing in Kansas City, Omaha and Lincoln 
produce low rates to those points from the lumber territory in question and that such competitive 
conditions do not exist at Wichita ; that there is no substantial dissimilarity in ths circumstances 
and conditions governing the transportation of lumber from such territory to Wichita and 
through Wichita to Topeka by the Santa Fe and Rock Island systems; that the rate from such 
lumber producing territory to Wichita is excessive to the extent of one cent per 100 pounds. 
Held\ That for the reasons set forth in Wichita v. A. T. <fc S. F. R. Co., 9 I. C. C. Rep. 584, 
based upon decisions of the United States Supreme Court there cited, the defendants' lumber 
rates to Wichita as compered to those In effect to Kansas City, Omaha and Lincoln from the lum- 
ber shipping territory herein involved are not in violation of the third and fourth sections of the 
act to regulate commerce ; that all of the defendants do violate section three of the act ; that the 
Santa Fe and Rook Island system* violate section four by maintaining higher lumber rates from 
such territory to Wichita than to Topeka ; and that the lumber rate from the territory described 
to Wichita is unreasonable and should be reduced. 9 I. C. C. Rep. 

23 
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8. Marten 
v. 
The Louisville & Nashville Railroad Company. 
Decided November 21, 1903. 

To hold that, after substantial dissimilarity of circumstances and conditions has been shown, 
the longer-distant rate cannot in any case or to any extent be considered by way of comparison 
in determining whether or not the shorter distance rate is unreasonable or unduly prejudicial, 
particularly when, as in this case, competition and other compulsory conditions are found not to 
justify the whole disparity between the shorter and longer distance rates, would be to reject a 
most appropriate and necessary test of the reasonableness and justice of railway charges . In a 
cane involving shorter-distance charges higher than those to or from longer-distance points the 
carrier cannot rightfully claim justification for greater dissimilarity in the iates than may be 
indicated by the ascertained dissimilarity in circumstances and conditions. 

The act to regulate commerce assumes that persons, corporations and localities are interested 
not only in the rates charged to them but in the rates charged to others, and while the act does 
not require all rates to be proportional, it nevertheless makes the element of proportion an 
important one when the rates for any locality are to be determined ; and it follows that no rates 
can be reasonable in and of themselves within the contemplation of the act, which are made 
regardless of proportion. 

Rates on lumber from Fountain Head, Gallatin, St. Blaise, Pilot Knob and Nashville, 
Tenn., to Detroit, Mich., are made by adding defendant's rates to Louisville, Ky. , to rates in 
force from Louisville to Detroit. Defendant's rates to Louisville are 10 cents per 100 pounds for 
the shorter distances from Fountain Head, Gallatin, St. Blaise and Pilot Knob, and 8 cents for 
the longer distance over the same line from Nashville. Held, that there is a substantial dissim- 
ilarity of circumstances and conditions as between Nashville and the intermediate points men- 
tioned and that, therefore, the fourth section of the act to regulate commerce does not apply ; that 
a difference of one cent in the rates fully offsets the difference in circumstances and conditions ; 
and that any greater difference renders the rate from the intermediate points relatively unreas- 
onable, in violation of section 1, and unduly discriminatory, in violation of section 3, of the 
statute 9 I. C. O. Rep. 



George J. Ktndel and the Denver Chamber of Commerce 

v. 
The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Company et al. 

Except as to 140 commodities, defendant compiled with order of the Commission directing 
that rates from the Pacific Coast should not be higher to Denver than the Missouri River, and 
later, pending further investigation, the number of articles insisted upon as constituting excep- 
tions was reduced to 82. In this case it was held by the Commission in its previous report that 
defendants were warranted in charging a higher rate to Denver than to the Missouri River on 
sugar carried from the Pacific Coast, and it is now further held that defendants are justified in 
maintaining rates from the Pacific Coast whioh are lower to Missouri River points than to Denver 
upon rice, hemp, baking powder, blankets, books, boot and shoe heels, chocolate, cocoa and 
extracts, but that as to all of the other commodities mentioned in this report the rate from 
Pacific Coast points should not be higher to Denver than to points on the Missouri Kiver. 

As to traffic other than the excepted commodities herein mentioned the general rule which 
has been laid down in this case is that in the making of these trans-continental rates Denver 
must receive the same treatment that is accorded to cities in the Middle West and Missouri River 
territory. It has not been held that rates between New York and San Francisco in either direc- 
tion must not be lower than at Denver, nor has the Inherent reasonableness of the rates to 
Denver from any direction been considered. 01. C. C. Rep. 



Charles Roth 

v. 

The Texas & Pacific Railway Company. 

On submission by a railway company of shipper's claim for carload rating on a mixed carload 

of lemons and pineapples, it appeared that the tariff provided for mixed carloads of lemons and 
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bananas and of pineapples and bananas and that pineapples might be mixed in a carload of 
an j other kind of green fruit except lemons or oranges. Held, that a matter submitted in this 
way should be treated as a case upon complaint and and answer; that the railway company 
should amend its tariff so as to provide for mixed carloads of lemons and pineapples, and 
that it should make reparation to complainant for the excess charge above the carload rate upon 
the shipmont in question. — 1. C. C. Rep. 



The Buckeye Buggy Company 
v. 
The Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Railway Company; The Baltimore 
& Ohio Railroad Company; The Norfolk & Western Railway Company; The Penn- 
sylvania Company ; and The Pittsburg, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Railway 
Compant. 

Decided December 2, 1906 

Before allowing a carload rating to a carload shipment a carrier is entitled to require that the 
goods shall be loaded at one time and place, that but a single bill of lading shall be issued, and 
that the shipment shall be lrom one consignor to one consignee, but when the goods are so loaded 
and by the terms of sale become the property of the consignee upon delivery to the carrier, the 
carrier has no right to inquire whether the consignee obtained his title from one or several owners ; 
and if it accords the carload rate in case the consignor is the o .vner, failure on its part to extend 
the same privilege when the consignee is the owner, violates sections one, two and three of the act 
to regulate commerce. The rule in defendant's classification covering the application of carload 
rates to carload lots should be so modified as to accord the same rating to consignor and consignee 
when the condition of ownership after the property is delivered to the carrier is the same. 

Upon the question whether a carrier may distinguish between a forwarding agent and the 
actual owner of the goods no opinion is expressed. 9 1 . 0. C. Rep. 



W. H. H. MacLoon 

v. 

The Boston & Maine Railroad Company; The West Shore Railroad Company; and 

The Wabash Railroad Company. 

Decided December 2, 1908. 

Complainant was charged a passenger fare from Boston, Maine, to Janesville, Wisconsin, 
which was $2 greater than the fare he had paid from Janesville to Boston. Held, that this was 
not unjust discrimination and did not, of itself, render the higher rate unreasonable. 9 1. C. C. 
Rep. 



Samuel K. Behrend 

v. 

Washington Southern Railway Company; Richmond, Fredericksburg & Potomac 
Railroad Company; and So err hern Railway Company. 

Decided December 2, 1908. 

Complainant was charged a through fare of $L 65 from W. to M. passing through R. although 
the sum of the fares from W. to R. and from R. to M. was fifty cents less; but it appeared that 
the local fares to and from R. applied to and from different stations, and that the extra fifty 
cents covered a transfer charge. Held, that as the complainant was not subjected to unjuit dis- 
crimination and the reasonableness of the transfer charge was not attacked, the complaint must 
be dismissed. 91. C. C. Rep. 
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The O. 8. Bell Company 
v. 
Baltimore & Ohio Southwestern Railroad Compact and Norfolk & Western Rail- 
road Company. 

Decided December 2, 1908. 

The decision in the Buckeye Buggy Company v. The Cleveland, Cincinnati Chicago & SL 
Louis Railway Company \ et al. , ante 620, applied and followed in the disposition of this case. 
01. C. C. Rep. 



The Derr Manufacturing Oompant 

v. 

The Pennsylvania Railroad Company; the Baltimore &Ohio Railroad Company; the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Company, and the Merchants' & Miners' Transporta- 
tion Oompant. 

No. 642. 

Decided December 28, 1908. 

While there are exceptional instances requiring deviation from methods generally employed 
in constructing freight classification, it Is manifest that to require the separation and grading 
into different classes with varying rates different grades of the same articles of freight would 
greatly complicate the work and go far to defeat the very purpose of classification, and even 
then it would be impracticable to apportion with mathematical exactness the burdens of trans- 
portation ; the best result obtainable in this direction is reasonable and substantial approximation. 

A cheap grade of brush manufactured and sold by complainant as a blacking dauber Is not 
entitled, upon the facts to this case, to be classified lower than the class to which bristle brushes 
in general are assigned. 9 1. 0. C. Rep. 
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Opinions of the United States Supreme- Court with Reference to 
Interference by State Authorities with Through Passenger 
Trains, and the Right of the State to Fix Rates on Freight 
Originating and Terminating Within the State, Although 
Passing Outside the Boundaries of the State in Transit. 



Cleveland, CINCINNATI, Chicaoo & St. Louis Railwat Oompany, Plaintiff in error. 

V. 

People or the State op Illinois ex reL Thomas M. Jett. 

Interstate commerce— statute requiring passenger trains to stop at county seat. 

The requirement that all regular passenger trains must stop at county seats, which is made 
by the Illinois act of March 21, 1874, section 26, constitutes a direct burden upon Interstate com- 
merce in violation of the United States Constitution, so far, at least, as that statute requires 
through interstate passenger trains to stop at such stations when adequate train service has been 
provided for local traffic. 

[No. 196.] 
Argued and tubmitted March 16, 1900, Decided April SO, 1900. 

In error to the Supreme Court of the State of Illinois to review a decision affirming a judg- 
ment awarding a mandamus to compel a railroad company to stop passenger trains at a county 
seat. Reverted. 

See name case below, 175 111. 868, 51 N. E. 842. 

Statement by Mr. Justice Brown : 

This was a petition for a writ of mandamus filed in the circuit court for the county of Mont- 
gomery, by the state's attorney for that county, to compel the defendant railway company, 
which for several years past has operated, and is now operating, a railroad from St. Louis, Mis- 
souri, through the county of Montgomery and the city of Hlllsboro, the county seat of such 
county, to Indianapolis, Indiana, to stop a regular passenger train designated as the "Knicker- 
bocker Special, " at the city of Hlllsboro, a sufficient length of time to receive and let off passen- 
gers with safety. 

The petition was based upon section 28 of an act of the General Assembly of Illinois, entitled 
' 'An Act in Relation to Fences and Operating Railroads, " approved March 21, 1874, which reads 
as follows: 

• 'Every railroad corporation shall cause its passenger trains to stop upon its (their) arrival at 
each station advertised by such corporation as a place of receiving and discharging passengers 
upon and from such trains, a sufficient length of time to receive and let off such passengers with 
safety : Provided, all regular passenger trains shall stop a sufficient length of time at the rail- 
road stations of county seats to receive and let off passengers with safety. " 

The answer of the ra lroad company averred that the company furnished four regular pas- 
senger trains each way a day, passing through and stopping at fllllsboro, and that they amply 
accommodated the travel, and afforded every reasonable facility to such city ; that the Knicker- 
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bocker Special was a train especially devoted to carrying interstate transportation between the 
city of St. Louis and the city of New York ; that the travel between these cities had grown to such 
an extent that it had become necessary to pat on a through fast train, which connected with 
other similar trains on the Lake Shore and New York Central roads, and that it was necessary to 
put on this train because the trains theretofore run, none of which had ever been taken off, could 
not, by reason of stopping at Htllsbore and other similar stations, make the time necessary for 
eastern connections, or carry passengers from St. Louis to New York within the time which the 
demands of business and interstate traffic required ; that the Knickerbocker Special is not a reg- 
ular passenger train for carrying passengers from one point to another in the State of Illinois, 
such traffic being amply provided for by other trains, and that the Knickerbocker Special is used 
exclusively for interstate traffic from and to points without the State of Illinois; that it is not 
subject to regulation by the statute of Illinois providing that all trains shall stop at all county 
seats, and that to subject it to the statutes of the various states through which ic passes, requir- 
ing it to stop at county seats, would wholly destroy the usefulness of the train, and would impede 
and obstruct interstate commerce, and that obedienoe to the statute In question would require it 
to abandon the train. 

A demurrer to this answer was sustained, and the defendant electing to stand upon it as a full 
defense to the petition, a final judgment was rendered and a peremptory writ of mandamus 
awarded against the defendant . On appeal to the supreme court of the state this judgment was 
affirmed. Whereupon the railway company sued out a writ of error from this court. 

Messrs. John T. Dye and George F. McNulty for plaintiff in error. 

Messrs. B. C. Akin, C. A. Hill and B. D. Monroe for defendant in error. 

Mr. Justice Brown delivered the opinion of the court : 

Few classes of cases have beoome more common of recent years than those wherein the police 
power of the state over the vehicles of interstate commerce has been drawn in question. That 
such power exists and will be enforced, notwithstanding the constitutional authority of Congress 
to regulate such commerce, is evident from the large number of oases in which we have sustained 
the validity of local laws designed to secure the safety and comfort of passengers, employes, per- 
sons crossing railway tracks and adjacent property owners, as well as other regulations intended 
for the publio good. 

We have recently applied this doctrine to state laws requiring locomotive engineers to be 
examined and licensed by the state authorities (8miih v. Alabama, 124 U. 8. 465, 31 L. ed. 506, 
8 Sup. Ot. Rep. 504), requiring such engineers to be examined from time to time with respect to 
their ability to distinguish colors {Nashville, C. A St. L. R. Co. v. Alabama, 128 U. 8. 06, 32 L. 
ed. 852, 2 Inters. Com. Rep. 288, Sup. Ot. Rep. 28), requiring telegraph companies to receive 
dispatches and to transmit and deliver them with due diligence, as applied to messages from 
outside the state {Western U. Teleg. Co. v. James, 162 U. j3. 650. 40 L. ed. 1105, 16 Sup. Ot. Rep. 
084). forbidding the running of freight trains on Sunday (Hennington v. Georgia, 168 U. 8. 290, 
41 L. ed. 166, 16 Sup. Ct. Rep. 1086), requiring railway companies to fix their rates annually for 
the transportation of passengers and freight, and also requiring them to post a printed copy of 
such rates at all their stations {Chicago 6t N. W. R. Co. v. Fuller, 17 Wall. 660, 21 L. ed. 710), 
forbidding the consolidation of parallel or competing linen of railway {Louisville dc N. R. Co. v. 
Kentucky, 161 U. S. 677, 40 L. ed. 840, 16 Sup. Ot. Rep. 714), regulating the heating of passenger 
cars, and directing guards and guard posts to be placed on railroad bridges and trestles and the 
approaches thereto (New York, N. H. 6c H. R. Co. v. New York, 165 U. a 688, 41 L. ed. 858, 17 
Sup. Ot. Rep. 418), providing that no contract shall exempt any railroad corporation from the 
liability of a common carrier or a carrier of passengers, which would have existed if no contract 
had been made {Chicago, M. & St. P. R. Co. v. Solan, 160 U. S. 188, 42 L. ed. 688, 18 Sup. Ot. 
Rep. 280), and declaring that when a common carrier accepts for transportation anything 
directed to a point of destination beyond the termination of his own line or route he shall be 
deemed thereby to assume an obligation for its safe carriage to such point of destination, unless, 
at the time of such acceptance, such carrier be released or exempted from such liability by con- 
tract in writing, signed by the owner or his agent {Richmond 6* A. R. Co. v. R. A. Patterson 
Tobacco Co., 160 U. S. 811, 42 L. ed. 760, 18 Sup. Ot. Rep. 885). In none of these cases was it 
thought that the regulations were unreasonable or operated in any just sense as a restriction 
upon interstate commerce. 

But for the reason that these laws were considered unreasonable and to unnecessarily ham- 
per commerce between the states, we have felt ourselves constrained in a large number of cases 
to express our disapproval of such as provided for taxing directly or indirectly the carrying on or 
the profits of interstate commerce. We have also held to be invalid a statute of Louisiana 
requiring those engaged in interstate commerce to give all persons upon public conveyances 
equal rights and privileges in all parts of the convejance, without distinction or discrimination 
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on account of race or color (Hall v. De Cuir, 96 U. 8. 486, 24 L. ed. 647), another regulating the 
•charges of railway companies for passengers or freight between places in different states 
(Wabash, St. L. 6* P. R. Co v. Illinois, 118 U. 8. 657, 80 L. ed. 244, 1 Inters. Com. Rep 81, 7 
Sup. Ot. Rep. 4), another requiring telegraph companies to deliver despatches by messenger to 
the person to whom the same are addressed, so far as they attempted to regulate the delivery of 
«uch despatches at places situated in another state (Western U. Teleg. Co. v. Pendleton, 122 U. 
8. 817, 80 L. ed. 1187, 1 Inters. Oom. Rep. 806, 7 Sup. Ot. Rep. 1128), and still another forbidding 
•common carriers from bringing intoxicating liquors into the state without being furnished with 
a certificate that the consignee was authorized to sell intoxicating liquors in the county (Bow- 
man v. Chicago AN. W. JR. Co., 126 U. 8. 486, 81 L. ed. 700, 1 Inters. Oom. Rep. 828, 8 Sup. Ot- 
Rep. 680, 1062). 

Several acts in pari materia with the one under consideration have been before this court 
and have been approved or disapproved as they have seemed reasonable or unreasonable, or 
bore more or less heavily upon the power of railways to regulate their trains in the respective 
and sometimes conflicting interests of local and through traffic. In the earliest of these cases 
(Illinois C. R. Co. v. Illinois, 168 U. 8. 142, 41 L. ed. 107, 16 8up. Ot. Rep. 1096), the very statute 
of Illinois under consideration in this case, as construed and applied by the supreme court of 
that state, was held to be an unreasonable restriction upon the Interstate traffic, in requiring a 
fast mail train from Chicago to places seuth of the Ohio river, over an interstate highway estab- 
lished by authority of Congress, to delay the transportation of its interstate passengers and # 
United States mail by turning aside from Its direct route and running to a station (Cairo) three 
and a half miles away from a point on that rem e, and back again to the same point, before pro- 
ceeding on its way; and to do this for the purpose of discharging and receiving passengers at 
that station, for whom the railroad furnished other and ample accommodation. Said Mr .Justice 
Gray : ' The state may doubtless compel the railroad company to perform the duty imposed by 
Its charter of carrying passengers and goods between Its termini within the state. But so long, 
at least, as that duty is adequately performed by the company, the state cannot, under the guise 
of compelling its performance, interfere with the performance of paramount duties to which the 
company has been subjected by the Constitution and laws of the United States. " 

Upon the contrary, in Oladson v. Minnesota, 166 U. 8. 427, 41 L. ed. 1064, 17 Sup. Ot. Rep. 
627, a state statute requiring every railroad to stop all its regular passenger trains running wholly 
within the state at its stations in all county seats long enough to take on and discharge passengers 
with safety was held to be a reasonable exercise of the police power of the state, even as applied 
to a train connecting with a train of the same company running into another state, and carrying 
tome interstate passengers as well as the mail. The case was distinguished from that of the 
Illinois C. R. Co. v. Illinois in the fact that the train in question ran wholly within the state of 
Minnesota, and could have stopped at the county seats without deviating from its course; and 
that the statute of Minnesota expressly provided that the act should not apply to through trains 
entering the state from any other state, or to transcontinental trains of any railroad. Speaking 
of police regulations for the government of railroads while operating roads within the jurisdiction 
of the state, it was said that * 'they are not in themselves regulations of interstate commerce ; and 
It is only when they operate a* such in the circumstances of their application and conflict with 
th« express or presumed will of Congress exerted upon the same subject, that they can be required 
to give way to the paramount authority of the Constitution of the United States. " The railroad 
in this case was treated as a purely domestic corporation, notwithstanding it connected, as most 
railroads do, with railroads in other states. 

In the most recent case upon this subject (Lake Bhore <fc M. S.. R. Co. v. Ohio, 178 U. 8. 286, 
48 L. ed. 702, 19 Sup. Ot. Rep. 466), a statute pf Ohio providing that erery railroad company 
should cause three of its regular trains carrying passengers, if so many are run dally, Sundays 
excepted, to stop at a station, city or village containing over 8, 000 inhabitants, for a time suffi- 
oient to receive and let off passengers, was held to be, in the absence of legislation by Congress 
upon the subject, consistent with the Constitution of the United Stated, when applied to trains 
-engaged in interstate commerce through the state of Ohio. In delivering the opinion of the court 
Mr. Justice Harlan observed : ' 'The statute does not stand in the way of the railroad company 
running as many trains as it may choose between Chicago end Buffalo without stopping at inter* 
mediate points, or only at very large cities on the route, If in the contingency named in the 
statute the required number of trains stop at each place containing 8,000 inhabitants long enough 
to receive and let off passengers. It seems from the evidence that the average time required to 
stop a train and receive and let off passengers is only three minutes. Certainly the state of Ohio 
did not endow the plaintiff in error with the rights of a corporation for the purpose simply of 
subserving the conveniences of passengers traveling through the state between points outside of 
Its territory. • • • It was for the state to take Into consideration all the circumstances affect- 
ing passenger travel within its limits, and as far as practicable make such regulations as were 
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just to all who might ptis over the road in question. It was entitled, of oomrte, to provide for 
the convenience of persons desiring to travel from one point to another in the state on domestic 
trains. But it was not bound to ignore the convenience of those who desired to travel from 
places in the state to places beyond its limits, or the convenience of those outside of the state who 
wished to come into it. Its statute is in aid of interstate commerce of that character. It was 
not compelled to look only to the convenience of those who wished to pass through the sta+e wi< h- 
out stopping. " This case is readily distinguishable from the one under consideration, in the fact 
that the statute of Ohio required only that three regular passenger trains should stop at every 
station containing 8, 000 inhabitants, leaving the company at liberty to run as many through pas- 
senger trains exceeding three pt-r day as it chose, without restriction as to stopping at particular 
stations. In other words, it left open the loophole which the statute of Illinois has effectually 
closed. 

The question broadly presented in this case is this: Whether a state statute is valid which 
requires every passenger train, regardless of the number Of such trains passing each way daily 
and of the character of the traffic carried by them, to stop at every county seat through which 
such trains may pass by day or night, and regardless also of the fact whether another train desig- 
nated especially for local traffic may stop at the same station within a few minutes before or after 
the arrival of the train in question . 

The demurrer to the answer admits that the railway company furnishes a sufficient number 
# of regular passenger trains (foar each way a day), to aooommodate all the local and through 
business along the line of the road, and that all of such trains stop at Hillsboro ; that none of such 
trains have been taken off, and all of which ran prior to the putting on of the Knickerbocker 
Special still run and still stop at Hillsboro, and that they furnish ample and sufficient accom- 
modation to all persons desiring to travel to and from that place; that the Knickerbocker Special 
was put on in response to an urgent demand on the part of the through traveling public from St. 
Loois to New York, and that it was necessary, as the passenger trains theretofore used could not, 
by reason of stopping at way stations, make the time required for eastern connections, and if 
compelled to stop at county seats the company will be compelled to abandon the train, to the great 
damage of the traveling public and to the railway company. 

It is evident that the power attempted to be exercised under this statute would operate as a 
serious restriction upon the speed of the trains engaged in interstate traffic and might, in some 
cases, render it impossible for trunk lines running through the state of Illinois to compete with 
other lines running through states in which no such restrictions were applied. If such passenger 
trains may be oompelled to stop at county seats it is difficult to see why the legislature may not 
compel them to stop at every station,— a requirement which would be practically destructive of 
through travel, where there were competing lines unhampered by such regulations. While, as we 
held in the Lake Shore Ca*e % railways are bound to provide primarily and adequately for the 
accommodation of those to whom they are directly tributary, and who not only have granted to 
them their franchise, but who may have contributed largely to the construction of the road, they 
are bound to do more than this, and may then provide special facilities for the accommodation of 
through traffic. We are not obliged to shut our eyes to the fact that competition among rail- 
ways for through passenger traffic has become very spirited, and we think they have a right to 
demand that they shall not be unnecessarily hampered in their efforts to obtain a share of such 
traffic It is evident, however, that neither the greater safety of their tracks, the superior com- 
fort of their coaches or sleeping berths, or the excellence of their tables would insure them such 
share if they were unable to compete with their rivals in the matter of time. 1 he great efforts of 
modern engineering have been directed to combining safety with the greatest possible speed in 
transportation, both by land and water. The public demand this; the railway and steamship 
companies are anxious in their own interests to furnish it, and local legislation ought not to stand 
in the way of it. 

With no disposition whatever to vary or q\ialify the case above cited, neither the conclusions 
of the court nor the tenor of the opinions are opposed to the principle we hold to in this case, that, 
after all local conditions have been adequately met, railways have the legal right to adopt special 
provisions for through traffic, and legislative interference therewith is unreasonable, and an 
Infringement upon that provision of the Constitution which we have held requires that commerce 
between the states shall be free and unobstructed. 

While the statute in question is operative only in the state of Illinois, it is obnoxious to the 
criticism made of the Louisiana statute in Hall v. De Cuir, 96 U. 8. 485, 24 L. ed. 547, that * •while 
it purports only to control the carrier when engaged within the state, it must necessarily influence 
his conduct, to some extent in the management of his business throughout bis entire voyage. 
* * • If each state was at liberty to regulate the conduct of carriers while within its jurisdic- 
tion, the confusion likely to follow could not but be productive of great inconvenience and unneces- 
sary hardship. Each state could provide for its own passengers and regulate the transportation 
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of its own freight regardless of the interests of others . " The distinction between this statute and 
regulations requiring passenger trains to stop at railroad crossings and drawbridges, and to 
rednoe the speed of trains when running through crowded thoroughfares; requiring its tracks to 
be fenced, and a ball and whistle to be attached to each engine, signal lights to be carried at night, 
and tariff and time tables to be posted at proper places, and other similar requirements contribut- 
ing to the safety, comfort, and convenience of their patrons, —Is too obvious to require discussion. 
Railroad Commission Cases, 116 U. 8. 807, 884, sub nom. Stone v. Farmer's Loan dk T. Co. 29 L. 
ed. 686, 645, 6 Sup Ot. Rep. 884, b8S, 1191. 

We are of opinion that the act in question is a direct burden upoa interstate commerce, and 
the judgment of the supreme court of the state of IUinois must therefore be reversed, and the case 
remanded to that court for further proceedings not inconsistent with this opinion. 

Mr. Justice Brewer and Mr. Justice Shlras concurring: 

We concur in this judgment on the proposition that the act of the legislature of Illinois, 
whether reasonable or unreasonable, wise or foolish, is, as applied to the facts of this case, an 
attempt by the state to directly regulate interstate commerce, and, as suoh attempt, is beyond 
the power of the state. 
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Interstate Commerce -fctate Regulation of Railroad Rates— Points within 8tate— Shipment over 

Route Partly outside State. 

The Railroad Commission of Arkansas cannot without violating the commer.-e clause of the 
Federal Constitution, fix and enforce rates for the continuous transportation of goods between 
two points within the State of Arkansas, where a large part of the route is outside of the State, 
through the Indian Territory or Texas. 

Appeal from the circuit oourt of the United States for the eastern district of Arkansas to 
review a decree for plaintiff in a suit to enjoin the Railroad Commissioners of Arkansas from 
fixing and enforcing railroad rates. Affirmed. 

See same case below, 106 Fed. 868. 

The facts are stated in the opinion. 

Mr. Charles B. Warner and Messrs. Winchester & Martin for appellants. 

Messrs. Gardiner Lathrop, Thomas R. Morrow, James B. Read, and Max Pam for appellee. 

Mr. JuBTica Holmes delivered the opinion of the oourt : 

This is a bill in equity brought in the circuit court by a railway company Incorporated under 
the lawB of Missouri, against the Railroad Commissioners of Arkansas, seeking an injunction 
against their fixing and enforcing certain rates, as we shall explain. The bill was demurred to 
for want of equity, the demurrer was overruled, and a decree was entered for the plaintiff. The 
defendants bring the case here by appeal. 

The plaintiff owns a road running through several states and territories. The road after 
leaving Missouri runs for twenty-eight miles and a fraction through Arkansas to the dividing line 
between that 8tate and Indian Territory, then nearly 128 miles in the territory, and then over 
1 17 miles in Arkansas, again, to Texas. There is also a branch line running from Fort Smith, in 
Arkansas, to Spiro, in the Indian Territory, about a mile of which is in the State and fifteen in 
the territory, and there are other branches. Goods were shipped from Fort Smith by way of 
Spiro and the road in Indian Territory to Grannis, in Arkansas, on a through bill of lading, the 
total distance being a little more than fifty-two miles In Arkansas and nearly sixty-four in the 
Indian Territory. For this the railroad company charged a sum in excess of the rate fixed by the 
railroad commissioners, and was summoned before them under the State law. The commission- 
ers decided thst the company was liable to a penalty under the State statute, assert their right 
to fix rates for continuous transportation bet ween two points in Arkansas, even when a large 
part of the route is outside the State through the Indian Territory or Texas, and intend to enforce 
compliance with these rates. The only question argued, and the only one that we shall discuss, 
is whether the action of the commissioners is within the power of a State, or whether it is bad as 
interfering with the power of Congress to regulate commerce among the several States and with 
the Indian tribes. 

Smyth v. Ames, 169 U. S. 466, 617, 42 L. Ed. 819, 838, 18 Sup. Ct. Rep. 418. 
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It may be assumed that this power of Congress over oommeroe between Arkansas and the 
Indian Territory is not less than its power over oommeroe among the States (StotUenburgh v. 
Hennick, 129 U. 8. 141, 82 L. Ed., 087, 9 Sup. Ct. Rep.. 260). and the distinction hardly is 
important, since the appellants are asserting similar authority where the loop beyond the State 
boundary runs through Texas. We may as well add, in this connection, that the present railroad 
gets the authority for its line in the Indian Territory through a predecessor in title, from an act 
of Congress of 1896, chapter 109, 27 Stat, at L., 487, and that, by that act. Congress * 'r o B o nres the 
right to regulate the charges for freight and passengers on said railroad • • • until a State gov- 
ernment shall be authorized to fix and regulate the oost," etc. ; "but Congress expressly 
reserves the right to fix and regulate, at all times, the oost of such transportation by said railroad 
or said company whenever such transportation shall extend from one State into another, or shall 
extend into more than one State. " 

It may be assumed further, as implied by the language just quoted, that the transportation 
in the present case was oommeroe. See also the aot of February 4, 1887, Chap. 104 Sec 1, 24 Stat, 
at L. 879 (U. S. Comp. Stat. 1901, p. 8164) ; Gloucester Ferry Co. v. Penru 114 U. S. 190, 208, 29 L. 
Ed. 158, 101, 1 Inters. C. Bep. 882, 5 Sup. Ct. Rep. 826 and Wabash St. L. & P. R. Co. v. Illinois, 
118 U. «. 687, 80 L. Ed. 244, 1 Intert. Com. Rep. 81, 7 Sup. Ct. Rep. 4. Transportation for others, 
as an independent business, is commerce, irrespective of the purpose to sell or retain the goods 
which the owner may entertain with regard to them after they shall have been delivered. 

The transportation of these goods certainly went outside of Arkansas, and we are of the 
opinion that in its aspect of oommeroe it was not confined within the State. Suppose that the 
Indian Territory were a state, and should try to regulate such traffic, what would stop it? 
Certainly not the fiction that the oommeroe was confined to Arkansas ; if it oould not interfere the 
only reason would be that this was oommeroe among the states. But if this oommeroe would have 
that character as against the state supposed to have been formed out of the Indian territory, it 
would have it equally as against the State of Arkansas. If one oould not regulate it the other 
could not. 

No one contends that the regulation oould be split up aooordlng to the jurisdiction of state or 
territory over the tract, or that both state and territory may regulate the whole rate. There can 
be bnt one rate, fixed by one authority, whether that authority be Arkansas or Congress. Wabash 
St. L. <&P. R.Co. v. Illinois, 118 U. S. 667, 80 L. Ed. 244, 1 Interst. Com. Rep. 81, 7 Sup. Ct. Rep.4; 
Covington & C. Bridge Co. v. Kentucky, 164 U. S. 204, 8 L. Ed. 902, 4 Interst. Com. Rep. 649. 
14 Sup. Ct. Rep. 1087; Hall v. DeCuir, 95 U. 8. 485, 24 L.Ed. 647. But it would be more logical to 
allow a division according to the jurisdiction over the tract than to declare that the subject for 
regulation is indivisible, yet that the indivisibility does not depend upon the commerce, being 
onder tne authority of congress, but upon a fiction which attributes it wholly to Arkansas, although 
the fiction is quite beyond the power of Arkansas to enforce. 

It is decided that navigation on the high seas between ports of the same State is subject to 
regulation by congress {Lord v. GoodaUN. A P. 8. 8. Co. 102 U. S. 541, 20 L. Ed. 224;, and Is 
not subject by the State (Pacific Coast 8. 8. Co. v. Railroad Commissioners, 98awy.268, 18 Fed. 
Rep. 10) ; and, although it is argued that these decisions are not conclusive, the reason given by 
Mr. Justice Field for his decision in the last cited case disposes equally of the case at bar. ' * To 
bring the transportation within the control of the State, as part of the domestic oommeroe, the 
subject transported must be within the entire voyage under the exclusive jurisdiction of the 
State. " 9 Sawy . 258, 18 Fed. Rep. 18. Decisions in point are State ex rel. Railroad Warehouse Com. 
v. Chicago, St. P., M. & O. R. Co., 40 Minn. 287, 8 L. R. A. 238, 2 Interest. Com. Rep. 519, 41 
N. W. Rep. 1047; 8temberger v. Cape Fear & Y. Valley R. Co., 29 S. O. 510, 2 L. R. A. 106, 7 
S. E. Rep. 886. See also Milk Prorucer's Protective Assn. v. Delaware, L. <b W. R. Co., 7 
Interst. Com. Rep. 92, 160, 101. 

There are some later State decisions contrary to those last cited. Campbell v. Chicago, M. 
& St. F. R. Co., 86 Iowa, 587, 17 L. R. A. 443, 4 Interst Com. Rep. 403, 68 N. W. B6l;SeaweU v. 
Kansas CUy, Ft. 8. 6c M. R. Co. , 119 Mo. 222, 6 Inters. Com. Rep. 262, 24 8. W. 1002; State exreL 
Railroad Comrs. v Western Union Teleg. Co. , 118 N. C. 218, 22 L. R. A. 570, 18 S. E. 889. But 
these decisions were made simply out of deference to conclusions drawn from Lehigh Valley R. 
Co. v. Pennsylvania, 145 U. 8. 192, 88 L. Ed. 072, 4 Inters. Com. Rep. 87, 12 Sup. Rep. Ct. 886, 
and we are of the opinion t hat they carry their conclusions too far. That was the case of a tax, 
and was distinguished expressly from an attempt by a state directly to regulate the transpor- 
tation while outside its borders. 146 (J. 8. 204, 80 L. Ed. 878, 4 Inters. Com. Rep. 91, 12 Sup. 
Ct. Rep. 809. And although it was intimated that, for the purposes before the court to some 
extent oommerce by transportation might have its oharacter fixed by the relation between the 
two ends of the transit, the intimation was carefully confined to those purposes. Moreover, the 
tax ' "was determined in respect of receipts for the proportion of the transportation within the 
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State." 146 U. S.201, 88 L. Bi. 675, 4 Inters. Com. Rep. 90, 13 Sap. Ot. Rep. 806. 8uch a pro- 
portioned tax had been sustained la the oase of commerce admitted to be Interstate. Maine v. 
Grand Trunk R. Co., 142 U. S. 217, 86 L. Ed. 994, 8 Inters. Com. Rep. 807, 18 Sap. Ot. Rep. 131, 
163. Whereas it Is decided, as we have said, that when a rate is established, it most be estab- 
lished as a whole. 

We are of the opinion that the language whioh we have quoted from Mr. Justice Field is cor- 
rect, and that the decree of the circuit court should be affirmed. 

Decree affirmed. 
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Black Hawk County, D. & S. 0. R'y Co. v. Jesse L. Hogle, et at, condemnation proceed- 
ings 267 

Blakely, A. J., Grinnell, v. I. C. R'yCo., farm crossing 240 

Blenooe, Joseph Whyte, et al., v. 0. & N.-W. R'y Co. , application for elevator site 26ft 

Blockading Street Crossing, Hornaday, J. N., Unlonville, v. C, R. I. &P 330 

Wickersham, T. G., Oapron, v. C G. W 820 

Block System, The, on Iowa railroads 9 

Bloomtield, W. J. Steckelv. 0. , R I. &P. R'yCo., failure to furnish cars 822 

Board of Trustees, Buckingham Twp. , Tama county, v. C. &N.-W. R'y Co., drainage.. 80ft 

Bonaib, station facilities at, onC., M. & St. P 299 

Bonds 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 28, 24, 25. 

Boons County, condemnation proceedings by N. & N.-W. R. Co 196- 

Boylan, Thos. H., appointed general clerk 12 

Branch Line Service, management of stub train between Tara and Fort Dodge on C. , R. 

I. &P 27ft 

Brewer & Co., G. W., Hamilton, v. 0., B. &Q. R. Co., etal., loss in transit 280 

Bridge Line, improper operation of , Mitchell, W. H., Sioux City, v. W. &. a F. R'y 265. 

Bridges 92 

Brighton, J. W. Swisher v. I. C. R'yCo., condition of stock yards 291 

Brooklyn, H. C. Light & Co. v. C, R. I. & P. R'yCo., delay in shipment 278 

Brown, W. 8., Manson, v. 111. Cent. R. Co., failure to furnish oars 288- 

Bulletins, train, in passenger depots, posting of 242 

Buckingham Twp., Trustees of, v. C. &N -W. R'yCo., drainage ... 800 

Buck, R. A. Mayor, State Center, v. C. &N.-W. R'yCo., dangerous street crossing 261 

CALIFORNIA JUNCTION, California Grain & L. Co., v. O. & N.-W. R'y Co., petition 
for side track 24T 

California Grain & L. Co. , California Jot., v. C. & N -W. R'y Co., petition for sidetrack 247 

Calliope, Johnson Bros. , v. C. , M. & St . P. R'y Oo. abandonment of station 248> 

Cambridge, interlocker at 204 

Cambridge, interlocker at 208 

Capital Stock, tableof 16, 10 

Oapron, interlocker at 206 

Capron, T. G. Wickersham, v. C. G. W. R'y Oo 820 

Oarnporth, B. B. Hudnutt, etal., v. O. &N.-W. R'yCo., union depot and opening of high- 
way 278- 

Carpenters, number and compensation 87 

Oars, number of 96- 99 

Oars, number of in trains, average, Iowa 107 

Entire line 116. 

Cars in Companies' Service 98- 90 

Oars, number of , on Iowa railroads 1878-1906, 11 

Carson, R. B., etal., Moulton, v. C, B. &Q. R. Co., removal of division headquarters. — 274 

Cartwright, N. B., Wyman, v. B. & W. R'yCo., conditions in lease for site 248. 

Cases closed during the year 196-228 

Casey, Hiram Johnson, ohm., v. C, R. I. & P. R'yCo., overhead highway crossing 241 

Cash Value, actual present, of railroads 20 

Cattle Guard at farm crossings— see Crossing, Farm. 

Cattle Guards, number of 98- 

Cedar Rapids Supply Oo. , Cedar Rapids, v. C. , B. &Q. R. Co., demurrage charge 290 

Changing Name or Station, Powers, H. P. , Moulton, v. III. Central, two stations by same 

name 2TO 

Chequest, 8. J. Haney v. C, R. I. &P. R'y Co., overcharge 297" 

Cherokee, H. B. Binkley v. 111. Cent. R. Co., unjust discrimination 268 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co. , officers, mileage and directors 14* 
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Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway Co. v. Aetna Life Int. Co. , et aL , condemnation 

proceedings 197 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railway Co. v. Wm. Shapcatt, et al., condemnation pro- 
ceedings 196 

Chicago Great Western Railway Co. , mileage, offloers and directors 148 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota Railway Co. , mileage, officers and directors 161 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul R'y Co. , mileage, officers and directors 152 

Chicago & North- Western R'y Co., mileage, offloers and directors 167 

Chicago, Rock Island & PACinc R' y Co. , mileage, officers and directors 166 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific R't Co. , v. Frazey et aL , condemnation proceedings. . . . 240 

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha R't Co. , mileage, officers and directors 168 

Churchill, 8. T., Arthur, v. O. and N.-W. R'y Co., drainage 808 

Churchill, B. R., Royal, v. Ill Cent. R. Co., loss in transit 816 

Classification Amendment No. 4 to Iowa classification No. 12 216, 219 

Clarinda, A. A. Berry Seed Co., v. O. & N.-W. R'y Co., refusal to receive and forward 

freight 268 

Cole, J. F. G., Berlin, v. O. G. W. R'y Co., condition of farm crossing 274 

Colfax Northern R'y Co. , mileage, officers and directors 169 

Collins, Dewell Lumber Co. , v. C, M. &8t. P. R'y Co. , site for coal house 819 

Columb cs Junction, S. H. Duncan v. 0., R I & P. R'y Co , condition of culvert 82T 

Complaints Before the Board 196 

Increase in number of 9 

Commissioners v. C. G. W. R'yCo., drainage 288 

Commissioners v. C. , R. I. & P. R'y Co. , stub train service between Fort Dodge and Tara . . 276 

Commissioners v. C. & N.-W. R'y Co., et aL , train connections at Alton 250 

Commissioners v. Iowa Lines, train bulletins In passenger depots 242 

Commissioners v. M. & St. L., etaL, rates on soft «oal from Des Moines 290 

Comparative Statistics, 1878-1906 10, 11, 12 

Compilations of Iowa Railroad Returns 16-129 

Condemnation Proceedings : 

0., B. &Q. R'y, in Mills county 196 

O. , B. & Q. R'y Co. , In Montgomery county 197 

C, R. I. &P. R'y, in Louisa and Washington counties 240 

D. &S. C. R. R., for land in Hardin county 298 

D. &8. O. v. Hogle, et al 267 

M. C. &Ft. D. R'y Co., in Fayette county 199, 200 

M. O. & Ft. D., In Pottawattamie county 196 

M. C. &Ft. D., at Oelweln 807 

N. &N.-W. R. R. Co., in Boone county 196 

N. &N.-W. R.R. Co., in Story county 200 

Conden, W. A., Ellsworth, v. O. G. W. R'y Co., loss in transit 296 

Condition of Railway Companies 8 

Conductors, number and compensation 86 

Confiscation of Coal by Railway Company, Barfoot G. , Ayrshire, v. 0. , R. I. & P .... 277 

Connables, B. B. Sargent, etal., v. C, R. I. & P. R'y Co.. station facilities. 296 

Convention of Riilroad Commissioners, annual 6 

Corning, Irvin F. Wright, v. C. , B. & Q. R'y Co. , insufficient number of trainmen 289 

Cost of Road and Equipment 28 

Council Bluffs, condemnation proceedings by M. C. & Ft. D. R. Co 196 

Council Bluffs, Pioneer Implement Co. , v. C. , R. I. & P. R'y Co. , discrimination in rates. 827 

Coupling Car*, accidents to emoloyes* resulting from 1878-1908, 11 

Crooks n Creek R. R. & Coal Co., mileage, officers and directors 170 

CROSSING?, farm, number of 98 

Amundson, L. O., Radcliff, v. C. & N.-W., open 268 

Arnold, G. P. Garden Grove, v. C, B. &Q., undergrade 810 

Barnett, E. D. t Linden, v. C, M. &8t. P., undergrade 260 

Bartholow, J. M., Rembrandt, v. M. & St. L 814 

Blakely, A. J., Grinnell, v. Iowa Central, undergrade 240 

Cole, J. F. G., Berlin, v. O. G. W., condition of 274 

Duncan, S. H., Columbus Junction, v. C, R. I. &P., condition of undergrade 827 

Frederick8on, J. P., Ruthven, v. C, M. & St. P., undergrade 816 

24 
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Oonsetto, L. H., Bast Peru, v. C. G. W. , establishment of 827 

Harris, J. 8., New Market, v. K. & W , undergrade 820 

Haynes, 8., Oummings, v. C. Gh W. , oonditlon of undergrade 286 

Helmer & Gortner, Meohanlcsville, v.C. & N. -W. , blocking of 817 

Helphrey, L. 8., Newton, v. N. & N.-W., undergrade 8U 

Jacobson, E. J., Pickering, v. Iowa Central, overhead 821 

Jamison, A. P., Lohrville, v. M. O. & Ft. D., undergrade ; 299 

Johnson, Wm 8., Ames, v. C. & N.-W. , undergrade 245 

Keller, B. F., Knowlton, v. 0. G. W., condition of 286 

Lang, D. R., Levey, v. C, R. I. &P., at grade 802 

Long, F. H., Manning, v. M. C. & Ft. D 214 

Loop, H. D., Traer, v. 0. &N.-W., open 281 

MoOlelland, O., Des Moines, v. Inter Urban R'j Oo 208 

Maxwell, Isaac, Indlanola, v. C, B. & Q., undergrade 280 

Mercer, F. M., Victor, v. C, R. I. & P., oonditlon of undergrade 297 

O'Brien, P. M., Letts, v. C, M. &8t. P , undergrade 286 

Palmer, John, Knowlton, v. O. G. W., Improper drainage 885 

Root, Charles EL, v. B., 0. R. &N., cattle guard 211 

Scott, M. V., Mechanioavllle, v. O. &N.-W 298 

Stoner, M. D. , Iowa City, v. C, R. I. C. & 8 , undergrade, 818 

Trout, B. B., Reasoner, v. C, R. I. &P., undergrade 228 

VanDomselaar, M., Pella, v. 0., R. I. & P., undergrade 282 

Cbossings, highway and farm, recommendations concerning 4 

Crossings, highway, number of 98 

Dennis, J. B., Traer, v. B., C. R. AN., dangerous 225 

Brlokson, Brick, Pickering, v. Iowa Central, cattle guards 288 

Gambell, W. C, Slgourney, v. C, R. I. &P., oonditlon of overhead 319 

Harlan, O. F., Richland, v. C, M. &8t. P., condition of undergrade 208 

Hillyard, P., New London, v. C, B. &Q., overhead 241 

Hudnutt, E. B., etaL, Carnforth, v. 0. &N.-W.. . 278 

Johnson, Hiram, Casey, v. 0., R. I. &P., overhead 241 

Manbeck, C. T., Berwick, v. D. M., I. F.&N., overhead 247 

Miles, J. B., etll., New Boston, v. A., T. & St. F., undergrade 802 

Paul, T. H., Wyoming, v. 0., M. & St. P., condition of 286 

Rolfes, Herman, Neola, v. Ft. D. , &O. , dangerous 801 

Wilson, N. B., Linn Junction, v. 0., M. &8t. P., dangerous 229 

Crossing, street, Adam, W. O , Elm*, v. C. G. W., condition of undergrade 294 

Bnck, R. A., State Center, v. C. A N.-W., dangerous street crossing 251 

New Sharon, town of, v. Iowa Central, improper oonditlon of 268 

Sherriok, James M., etaL, Croton, v. C, R. 1. &P 270 

Tomlinson, I. H., Albla, v. Iowa Central, etaL, condition of 289 

Tyler, Samuel, Des Moines, v. C, R. I. & P. 267 

Crossings, railroad, number of •. 98 

Cboton, James M. Sherriok, etal , v 0., R. I. & P. R'yCo., street crossing 270 

Oummings, citizens of, v.C. G. W. R'yCo., relocation of depot 258 

Cumminos, 8. Haynes, v. C. G. W. R'yCo., condition of undergrade farm crossing 296 

Cubbent Assitb And Liabilities 76- 79 

DALE, A. 8., ScarviUe, v. C. &N.-W. R'y Co., drainage 882 

Dallas Center, Robert Whitaker v. Wabash R. Co., et aL , failure to furnish cars.. . 290 

Dammeibb, Henbt, Newton, v. N. &N.-W. R. Co., drainage 824 

Davewpobt, Rook Island & N. W. R'yCo., mileage, officers and directors 171 

Dawson, Bdw. A., re-elected commissioner 12 

Debt 18, 19, 20. 21, 22, 28, 24 

Decisions of Commissioners 195 

Deficit And Subplus, Iowa.... 38 

Entire line 37 

Delay in Shipment, Barfoot, G., Ayrshire, v. 0., R I. & P 277 

Light, H. C. AOo., Brooklyn, v. C, R. I. &P 278 

MoAuley Lumber Co., Osceola, v. C. , B. &Q. , in coal shipment 277 

Pattee, Charles, Pocahontas, v. C, K. I. &P. , in coal shipment 280 

Sonthall, Wm. & Sons, Pierson, v. C. & N.-W 277 
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Demurrage, Cedar Rapid* Supply Co. v. C, B. & Q 206 

Slagle, F. M. &Co., Alton, v. 111. Central, carof coal 288 

Dennis, J. B., Traer, v. B., C. R. & N. B'yOo., dangerous highway eroding 226 

Depot, relocation of— see Station. 

OnMonnB, E. W. Hillweg, v.O., M. & St. P. R'y Co., train oonneotion. . . 800 

Dm Moms, Iowa Falls & Northern R. B. Co., mileage, officers and directors 172 

Dm Moines, 0. M< Olelland, v. Inter Urban R'y Oo. , farm crossing. 268 

Dm Monro, Samuel Tyler, v. O., R. I. & P. R'yCo.. etaL, opening 87th street. 267 

Dm Moines Union R'y Co., mileage, officers and directors 178 

Deb Moines, viaduct on 18th street 200 

Dewell Lumber Co. , Collins, v.O., M. ft St. P. R'yOo., site for coal house 810 

DiomT or Decibionm of Iowa Supreme Coubt in Railroad Oases 888 

DlOmT OF DSOIBIONS OP INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 840 

Directors, officers and mileage of railway companies.... 187- 101 

Discrimination, Binkley, H. B., Cherokee, v. 111. Central, potato rates.. 268 

Pioneer Implement Oo. , Council Bluffs, v. C, , R. I. & P., in freight rates 827 

Shorthill, A. E. Co., Marshalltown, v. Eastern R'y lines, in shipments of coke 270 

DiBPATOBBRS, and telegraph operators, number and compensation 80 

Division Headquarters, removal of, Carson, R. B. , et si. , Moulton, v. C. , B & Q €74 

Donley, citizens of, v. C, B &Q. R. Co., petition for station 270 

Donnan, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. R'y Co., telegraph facilities 816 

Dougherty, Farmers' Co-operative Oo. v. C. &N.-W. R'y Co., site for ooal house 242 

Drainage, Beck, W. J. R., Ft. Madison, v. St. L., K. &N. W 288 

Board of Trustees, Buckingham Township, Tama County, v. C. & N.-W., on highway... 806 

Churchill, 8. T., Arthur, v. 0. &N.W., on highway . 808 

Dale, A. 8., Scarville, v. C. &N.-W 822 

Dammeier, Henry, Newton, v. N. & N. W 824 

Ewer Brothers, Bagley, v. C, M. &8t. P 804 

Gibson, 8. W., Monmouth, v.O. &N.-W 280 

Leehey, John, et al. , Fairbank, v. 0. Q. W. 826 

Wftverly, station grounds on C. G. W 288 

Wert* C. H.,Lena, v.O., R. I. &P 240 

Wheatland, citizensof. v. C. &N.-W. R'y Co 244 

Wray, A. M., etal., Kalona, v. B., C. R. &N 228 

Dubuque & Sioux CittR't Co., v. condemnation proceedings 208 

Duncan, 8. H. , Columbus Jet., v. 0.. R. I. & P. R'y Co., condition of culvert 827 

Dubuque & Sioux City R'y Oo. , v. JesneL. Hogle, etal., condemnation 267 

Dubuque & Sioux City R'y Co. , officers, directors and mileage 174 

Durham, citizensof, v. C, B. &Q., R. Co., abandonment of station 806 

EAGLEVILLE, A. 0. Leigh, v. 0., B. &Q., overcharge 826 
Earnings and Expenses, account, entire lines ....84, 85, 86, 87 

Earnings and Ex pbnses, account, Iowa 80, 81. 82, 88 

Earnings, detailed report of in Iowa 88, 80, 40, 41, 42, 48. Entire line, 44, 46, 46, 47, 48, 40 

Earnings or Iowa Railroads 1878-1008, 10 

EastPsru, L. H. Gonsetto, v. O. G. W. R'y Co., private crossing 827 

Eldora, citizens of, v. I. C. R'y Co., station services 240 

Electric Railways in Iowa, interurban 6 

Electric Railways, statistics concerning 188- 186 

Elkader, citizens v. C, M. &8t. P. R'y Co., train service 281 

Ellsworth, W. A. Conden, v. C. G. W. R'y Co, loss of goods in transit 206 

Ellsworth, P. B. Osbornv. C, M. & St. P., etaL, loss in transit 262 

Elma, W. O. Adam, city clerk, v. O. G. W. R'y Co., condition of under street crossing 294 

Elwell, citizensof, v. C, M. & St. P. R'y Co., station facilities 282 

Employes, insufficient number of on trains, Wright, Irvin F. , Corning, v. C, B. &Q 280 

Employes Killed And Injured, coupling cars and falling from trains, 1878-1008 11 

Employes, number and compensation of 1 84- 01 

Employes, railroad, number and compensation, 1878-1008 11 

Employes, train, conduct of on O. G. W 288 

Esginb, condition of, postal clerks v. Iowa Central, Improper condition of engine 818 

Engineers And Firemen, number of and compensation 86, 86 
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Equipment, cost, of » 

Equipment, description of. 96- 9fr 

Equipment, number of cars in Iowa, 1876-1908 11 

Eriokson, Bbick, Pickering, v. I. O. R'y Co., highway crossing 288- 

Ewart, citizens of, v. I. C. R'y Co., abandonment of station 802 

Ewer Bros., Bagley, v. C, M. & St. P. R'y, Co., drainage 804 

Exline, Smith Bros. Goal Go , v. O. B. &K O. R'y, failure to furnish oars 282: 

Expenses, operating, in detail, Iowa 60, 51, 62, 68, 54. 65, 56, 57, 68, 60, 80, 61, entire 

lines 62- 7 

Expenses, operating, of Iowa railroads 1878-1908, 1 

Express Earnings, see Earnings. 

FAILURE TO FURNISH CARS, Brown, W. 8., Manson, v. 111. Central 288 
Meyers, 8. C., Kingsley, v. C. &N.-W 279 

Nicholas, James, Williamsburg, v. O. , B &Q., etaL 286 

Rumohe, Fred, lnwood, v. G., M. & St. P., for barley 824 

Rusher, B. P., Linnburg, v. O. &N.-W., for sand 807 

Shafer, A. A. Rhodes, v. 0., M. & St. P 28S 

Slagle, F. M. &Oo., Alton, v. O., M. &8t. P 284 

Smith, E. P., Wellman, v. C., R. I. &P 285 

Smith, E J. &8ons, North English, r. C, M. ft St. P., for drain tile 2S2 

Smith Bros. Goal Go., Exline, v. G. B. &K. G 282 

Steckel, W. J., Bloomfleld, v. C, R. I. &P., at Paris station 329* 

SweaOity, dtizensof, v. C., R.I. & P 284 

Whltaker, Robert, Dallas Center, v. Wabash, etal 290 

Fairbank, JohnLeehey, etaL, v. C. G. W. R'y Go., drainage 3S5> 

Falli no From Trains, accidents to employes, 1878-1908 11 

Farm Crossings— see Crossings, farm. 

Farmers' Co operative Co. , Dougherty, v. G. &N.-W. R'y Co., site for ooal house 242 

Fayette County, condemnation proceedings by M. 0. &Ft. D. R. Go 199 

Fayette County, condemnation proceedings by M. 0. &Ft. D. R. Go 200 

Fencing, Gallentlne, D. M., Van Cleve, v. Iowa Central 254 

Haugh, A, B , Newton, v. N. &N. W., failure to fenoe 829 

Stouffer, G. H. , State Center, v. Iowa Central, condition of right of way fenoe 294 

Tafcer, Edwin S., Newton, v. N. & N. W., failure to fence 829 

Tuttle, L. M., Van Cleve, v. Iowa Central 262 

Firemen, number and compensation 86 

Fire Set bt Engine, Leigh, A. C. , Latimer, v. C. G. W. , meadow burned 285 

Flagmen, watchmen and switchmen, number and compensation 89 

Fleming Bros. , Armstrong, v. O. , M. & St. P. R'y Go., station facilities at Bonair 299 

Floods, damage from. 8 

Flory, J. B , v. B., 0. R. &N. R'y Co., petition for cattle guard 211 

Fobes, B., etal., Glidden, v. C.&N.-W. R'y Co , location of stock yards 208 

Fort Dodge, Commissioners v. O. , R. I. &P. R'y Co.. stub train service 276 

Port Dodge, Iowa Paint Mfg. Co. v. M. &8t. L. R. Co., switching charges 273 

Fort Dodge, Mitchell Implement Co. v. C, R. I. & P R'y Co., loss of goods in transit 801 

Fort Madison, W. J. R. Beck, v. 8t. L., K. & N. W. R'y Co., drainage 296 

Fredebiokson, J. P., Ruthven, v. 0., M. & St. P. R'y Co., undergrade farm crossing 816 

Freight Cars, number of 97 

Freight Earnings— see Earning*. 

Freight Rates in Iowa Compared with Other States 7 

Freight Rates, tons, earnings, etc., Iowa 102-103 

Bntireline 110-111 

Fremont, Elkhorn & Mo. Vallet R. R. Co., mileage, officers and directors 164 

Furnas, W. 8., Lisbon, v. C. & N.-W. R'y Go., train service 268 

GALLBNTINB, D. M., Van Cieve, v. I. C. R'y Co., fencing 254 
Gambell, W. O. , mayor, Sigourney, v. C. , R. I. & P. R'y Co. , condition of highway 

crossing 819 

Garden Grove, G. P. Arnold v. 0., B. &Q. R. Co., private crossing 810 

General OrpiOE Clerks, number and compensation 85 

UENERALOrriOERS or Railroads, number and compensation 84 
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Gibson, 8. W., Monmouth, v. O. &N.-W. R'y Co., drainage 280 

Gliddbn, B. Fobesetal. v. C. &N.-W. R'y Go , location of stock yards 268 

Golden Stab Grbamert Co. etal, Arcadia, v. C. &N.-W. R'y Co., relocation of line.... 266 

Gonsetto, L. H., Bast Pern, v. C. G. W. R'yOo , private crossing 327 

Gowris-Sib ley Branch op the C , R.I. & P., train service on 809 

Great Northern R'y- see Willmar dt Sioux Falls R'y Co. 

Grinnbll, A. J. Blakely v. I. C. R'y Oo , undergrade farm crossing 240 

Grove, F. D. , y. B. , C. R. & N. R'y Co , petition for cattle guard 211 

Grove, J. W. v. B., 0. R. &N. R'y Co., petition for cattle guard 211 

HALL, G. B , Wesley, v. O , M. & St. P. R'y Co., site for ooal sheds ! 251 
Hamilton, G. W. Brewer & Co., v. O., B. & Q. R. Co., et al. , loss of goods in transit 280 

Hampton, P. Hutchinson, v.O. G. W. R'y Co. condition of depot, etc 288 

Haney, 8. J., Oheqnest, v. C. R. I. & P. R'y Co. , overcharge 297 

Hanna, L. B. , Austin and Albia, v. I. C. R'y Co., improper condition of engine 813 

Hannum Bros. & Arthaud, Wapello, v. C, R. I. & P. R'y Co., overcharge 294 

Hardin County, D. & 8 O. R. Co. in condemnation proceedings 298 

Harlan, O. F., Richland, v. C, M. & 8t. P. R'y Co., condition of crossing 298 

Harris, J. 8., New Market, v. K. & W. R'y Co., farm crossing 320 

Harris, H. A. Wiemer, v. C, R I. & P. R'y Co., Bite for elevator 246 

Haugh, A. F. t Newton, v. N. & N. W. R. Co., fencing 329 

Xelland, M. 8. , Slater, v. 0., & N. -W. R'y Co. , condition of station grounds 232 

Helmbr & Gortner, Mechanicsville, v. C. & N.-W. R'y Co., blocking crossing 317 

Helphret, L. 8. , Newton, v. N. & N W. R. Co. , undergrade farm crossing 314 

Herring, N. A. Wright, v. C. & N.-W. R'y Co., site for coal sheds 255 

Hiokb, interlocker at \ 203 

Highway Crossings— see Crossings— Highway. 

Hillwbg. B. W., Des Moines, v. C, M. &8t. P. R'y Co., train connections 800 

HrLLYARD, P. , New London, v. O. , B. & Q. R Co. , overhead highway crossing 241 

Hobnaday, C. A., Udell, v. C, R. I. & P. R'y Co., train service 289 

Hobnaday, J. N. , Unlonville, v. O. , R. I. & P. R'y Co. , blocked street crossing 330 

Hudnutt, B. E., etal, Carnforth, v. 0. &N.-W. R'y Co., union depot, etc 278 

Huntington, Commissioners v. C. , R. I. & P. R'y Co. et al. , rates on soft coal 290 

Hutchinson, P., Hampton, v. C. G. W. R'y Co., condition of depot 233 

Huxley, O. T. Watland, mayor, v. 0., M. & St. P. R'y Co., speed of trains 312 
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Stock Killed, Staoey, J. E., Algona, v. C. & N.-W 288 

Stock Yards, Fobes, E., etal., Glidden, v. 6. &N.-W., location of 268 

Smith, 0.0., v. , R. I. &P., condition of 811 

Condition of, Swisher, J. W., Brighton, v. Iowa Central 291 

Stoner, M. D., Iowa City, v. 0. R. L 0. & 8. R'y Co., cattle pass 818 

Stopping Through Trains at Small Stations, authority of state to require, opinion of 

U. 8. supreme court in Illinois case 869 

Story County, condemnation proceedings byN. & N. W. R. Co 200 

Stoupprr, G. H. , State Center, v. 1.0. R'y Co. , condition of fence .. 294 

Sully, citizens of, v. I. C. R'vCo., train service — 288 

Supreme Court op Iowa, digest of decisions of 888 

Supreme Court op United States, opinions of applicable to train service and application 

of state rates 859 

Surplus and Depicit, Iowa. 8fr 

Entire line 87 

Sutherland, S. L. Austin v. C. &N.-W. R'y Co., station at Waterman Siding 227" 

Swea Oitt, citizensof, v. 0., R. I. & P. R'yOo., failure to furnish cars 284 

Swisher, J. W., Brighton, v. I. 0. R'y Co., condition of stock yards 291 

Switch— 

Biggins, J. P .Zwingle, v. C, M. &St. P., at Sylvia 27a 

California Grain and Luniber Co . Calif ornia Junction, v. C. &N.-W 247T 

Morris, M. V. B. t Way land, v. B. &W., replacing 289 

Tait, Robt. M., Mystic, v. 0., M. & St. P., restoration of coal switch 235 

Switching Charges, Iowa Paint Manufacturing Co , Ft. Dodg**, ▼. M. & St. L. , excessive. 278 
Switchmen, Watchmen and Flagmen, number and compensation 89 

TABER, E S., Newton, v. N. & N. W. R. Co. fencing 829- 
Tabob & Northern Railway Co. , mileage, officers and directors 182 

Tait, R. M. Mystic, v. C, M. & St. P. R'y Co., restoration of coal switch 235 

Tara, Commissioners v. 0. , R I. & P. R'y Co. , stub train servioe. 276 

Taxes Paid by Iowa Railroad Companies. 74, 75 

Taxes Paid by Railroads in Iowa and Surrounding States 78, 75 

Telegraph Facilities, Beloit, citizensof, v. C, M. & St. P 807 

Donnan, citizensof, v. U., M. & St. P 815 

Wadena, onC, M. & St. P 812 

Telegraph Operators and Dispatchers, number and compensation 89 

Tbmplbton, citizens of, v. C. , M . & St. P. , train service 329* 

Tbrrill, Commissioners v. C, R. I. & P. etal., rates on soft coal 290 

Ties, renewal of 94, 95 

Timmons, Mrs. Lillian, Wichita, Kas., v. C, B. & Q. R. Co., loss in transit 816 

Tomlinson, I. H , Albia, v. I. C. R'y Co. et al. , condition of crossing 299 

Tonnage Crossing Missouri and Mississippi Rivers 126-12T 

Tonnage Tables— 

Iowa H6-120 

EntireUne 121-124 

Traer, J. B. Dennis v. B., C. R. & N. R'y Co., dangerous highway crossing 225* 

Traer, H. D. Loop v. 0. &N. -W. R'y Co., farm crossing 281 

Train Bulletins in Passenger Depot, law in reference to 24£ 

Train Connections, Alton, crossing C. & N. -W. and O. , 8t. P. , M. and 250- 

Train Connections, Hillweg, E. W., v. C, M. & 8t. P 800- 

Trainmen, number and compensation 87 

Train Service— 

Authority of State to interfere with operation of through interstate passenger trains, 

opinion of U. S. supreme court 859 

0., M. & St. P. between Marion and Council Bluffs 285* 

Elkader, citizens of, v. C. , M. & St. P. , restoration of, on branch line 231 

Furnas, W. S., Lisbon, v. 0. & N.«W. R'y Co., stopping through trains 268 

Hornaday, C. A., Udell, v. C, R. 1. &P., stopping through trains 289* 

Letts, citizensof, v. C, R. I. & P., asking that through trains stop on signal 298- 
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Pocahontas, citizens of, et al. , v. C. , R. I. & P. , on Gowrie-Sibley branch 909 

Ralston, citizens of, v. C &N.-W., stopping through trains 828 

Seymour, citizens of, v. O. , R. I. & P. , stopping night trains 243 

Sidney, citizens of, v. C, B. &Q., for stock shipments 287 

Sully, citizens of, v. Iowa Central, insufficient 280 

Templeton, citizens of, v. C. , M. & St. P. , stopping train on signal 829 

Wall Lake and MoDdamia branch, O. &N.-W 826 

Waukon, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P , branch line service 279 

Transferring Freight, Beard, J. R., Oto, v. 0., M. & St. P. et al., failure to transfer 

at Y. 290 

"Traveling Men's Association, Des Moines, v. C, M. &St. P. R'yCo , train service 285 

Trestles 92 

Trout, B. B., Reasoner, v. C, R. I. & P. R'y Co., undergrade crossing 228 

Tuttle, Luther M., VanGleve, v. I. C. R'y Co., fencing 262 

Tyler, Samuel, Des Moines, v. 0., R. I. & P. R'y Co. etal., opening street 2S7 

UDELL, C. A. Hornaday v. C. , R. I. & P. R'y Co., train service 289 
Union Depot, Caruforth, onC. &N.-W. andC, R. I. &P 278 

Unionville, J. N. Hornaday v. O , R. I. &P. R'y Co., blocked street crossing 830 

Union Pacific Railway Co., mileage, officers and directors 183 

Urbana, 111., J. M. Bartholowv. M. &St. L. R. Co., condition of farm crossing 314 

VANGLEVE, D. M. Gallentine v. I. . R'y Co. , fencing 264 
Van Oleve, L. M. Tuttle v. 1. C. R'y Co., fencing 252 

Van Domsblaar, M., Peila, v. C, R. I. &P. R'y Co., farm crossing 232 

Viaduct— 

In Des Moines on Eighteenth street 209 

Mason City, city of, v. Iowa Central, condition of 271 

Oelwein, city of, v. C. G. W. , condition of 271 

Gambell, W. C, Sigourney, v. C, R. I. &P., condition of 319 

Victor, F. M, Mercer v. C. , R. I. & P. R'y Co. , condition of undergrade farm crossing 297 

Voas Lumber Co., Jewell, v. O. &N.-W. R'y Co., notice to vacate site 2S6 

WABASH RAILROAD CO., mileage, officers and directors 185 
Wadena, Louis E. Bigler v. O. , M. & St. P. R'y Co. , telegraph facilities. 812 

Wagner, J. H., v. B., C. R. &N. R'y Co., petition for cattle guard 211 

Wall Lake & Mondamin Branch, C. & N.-W., train service on 826 

Wapello, Hannum Bros. & Arthaudv. C, R. I. & P. R'y Co., overcharge 294 

Ware, citizens of, v. C, R. I. &P.R'yCo., train service 309 

Washington County, C, R. I. & P. R'y Co. v. Frazeyetal., condemnation proceedings... 240 

Washington, lnterlocker at 204 

Watchmen, Flagmen and Switchmen, number and compensation 89 

Waterloo & Cedar Falls Rapid Transit Co. , mileage, officers and directors 191 

Waterman Siding, 8. L. Austin v. O. & N -W. R'y Co., station at . . 227 

Watland, O. T., mayor, Huxley, v. C, M. & St. P. R'y Co., speed of trains 812 

Waukon, citizens of, v. 0., M. &8t. P. R'y Co., train service 279 

Wavbrly, R. R. Commissioners v. C. G. W. R'y Co., drainage of station grounds 238 

Wayland, M. V. B. Morris v. B. & W. R'y Co , replacing switch 289 

Webster Citt, E. H. Mirtin Teleph v. U. 8. Ex. Co. etal., overcharge 817 

Wellman, E. F. Smith v. 0., R. I. & P. R'y Co., failure to furnish cars 285 

Wertz, C. H., Lena, v. C, R. I. & P. R'y Co., drainage and damages 249 

Wesley, G. B. Hall, v. C, M. & St. P. R'y Co., site for coal shed 254 

WEsrFiBLD, E. O. F. Mohr v. C . , M . & St . P. R'y Co. , insufficient depot room 281 

West Eeithsburg, lnterlocker at drawbridge 209 

Wheatland, citizens of, v. C. & N.-W. R'y Co., drainage 244 

Wh ittakbr, Robert, Dallas Center, v. Wabash et al. , failure to furnish cars. 290 

Whiting, W. C, etal., v. C. & N.-W. R'y Co., train service 826 

Whiting, Will O. Whiting etaL v. C. & N.-W. R'y Co.. train servioe 823 

Whtte, Jos., etal., Blencoe, v. 0. & N.-W. R'y Co., application for elevator site. 2M 
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Wichita, Kan., Mrs. Lillian Timmons, v. 0. , B. & Q. R.Co., loss of goods in transit 816 

Wickxrsham, T. a., Oapron, v. 0. Q. W. R'yCo., blocking street crossing... 320 

Wibmxb, H. A., Harris v. C, R. I. & P. R'y Oo., site for elevator 246 

Williamsburg, James Nicholas t. C., B. & Q. R. Co etal., failure to furnish cars 286 

Willmar & Sioux Falls Railway Co., mileage, officers and directors 187 

Wilson, N. B., Linn Junction, v. C, M. & St. P. R'yCo., dangerous highway crossing .... 229- 

WisdoRBiN, Minnesota & Paoitio Railroad Co., mileage, officers and directors 151 

Wbat, A. M,, etal., Kalona, v. B., 0. R. & N. R'yCo., drainage 2*8. 

Wright, I. F., Corning, v. C, B. &Q. R. Co., insufficient number of train men 269* 

Wright, N. A., Herring, v. C. &N.-W. R'y Co., site for coal sheds 266 

Wtman, W. B. Cartwright, v. B. & W. R'yCo., conditions in lease for site 248 

Wyoming, T. H. Paul v. C, M. &8t. P. R'yCo., condition of highway crossing 29fr 

ZWINGLB, J. P. Biggins v. Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Co., loading cars at 
Sylvia switch 278; 
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To all Volumes— 1878 to 1903 inclusive. 



ABANDONMENT of Road. Year Pago 

Adams, Walter, Fairfield, v. O., B. & Q 1800 85 

Clarlnda, citizens of, ▼. C. & St. L., abandonment of C. & St. L. R'y 1880 1041 

Elkader, dtizenaof, t. C, M &St. P 1886 473 

Fort Dodge, citizens of, v. 0., R. I. & P. etal., Tara & Ft. Dodge 1880 032,067 

Supreme oourt decision in, referred to 1802 2 

General Subject discussed 1880 44 

Northwood, citizens of, v. Central Iowa 1882 468 

Northwood, dtlzensof, v. Iowa Central, petition for rehearing 1888 C00 

Court proceedings in 1884 45 xxjux 

Ottumwa & Kirkville, 88.8ml., Clarlnda, St. Louis, 11.5 1801 5 

Rights of contracting parties protected by courts 1880 1CK8 

Expenses incurred in constructing spur track, parties entitled to return of, on 

abandonment of track 1801 783 

W. & W. R'y, Osage, for temporary removal 1896 100 

Abandonment or Stations-sob also Station. 

Aron, W. E, Patterson, Carlisle, v. C, R AQ... 1001 504 

Bismarck. Neil & Campbell v. C, M. & St. P 1880 908 

Calliope, Johnson Brothers v. O , M. &Sl P 1008 248 

Dunham, dtlzensof, ▼. O., B. &Q 1903 805 

Ewart, dtlzensof, t. Iowa Central 1903 8o2 

Kingston, Decatur county, citizens of, v. D. M. & K C. , protest against removal. 

1800, 868; 1002 288 

Leslie, dtlzens of. v. D. M. & K. C, protest against abandonment of station. 1880 1027 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1889 1080 

Pekln, Spiers & Richardson, v. B. & W. , petition for reopening 1800 *52 

Rand, citizens of, v. C. M ASt. P 1008 8MB 

Veo. Jones J. M., v. B. &M., petition for reopening of station 1300 CS) 

Absorption of Bridqb Toll— see Bridge Toll. 
Access to Dhpot, see Depot. 
Accidents to Persons— 

Remarks of President Harrison 1892, 18; 1895 70 

Comparative tables covering a period of years 1899, 13,14; 1900 10 

To employes from coupling cars, etc., comparative table 1900 9 

ACCIDKNTS— iNVBSTTGATrON OF— 

Law concerning reporting of, repealed 1898 6 

Afton, 0., B. &Q 1887 148 

Altooaa 1878 45 

Ames, onO. & N. W 1902 308 

BrushSiding, onC, B. &Q 1898 269 

Coon Rapids, onC, M. & St. P 1891 843 

Council Bluffs, on O. & St. L 1901 587 

Orescent, on C. & N. -W. , near Council Bluffs 1883 271 

Danger to boys playing around trains, etc., B.-C. R. &N 1801 841 

Des Moines, collision between C, R. I. &P. fair ground train and C. & N.-W. 

freight train at, report of commissioners 1889 1114 

EaglePoint, O. M. & St. P 1887 153 

Geneva, on Iowa Central R'y 1901 586 

Gilford, on Iowa Central .' 1902 807 

Glendale, onC, M. & St. P., Investigation of by commissioners 1889 1107 

Highland Center, C, M. &8t. P 1892 873 

Hubbard, onC. &N.-W 19G0 13 
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Accidents-Railway— Continued. Year Pag* 

Inwood, C, M. &St. P 1887 1© 

Logan, onC. &N. W 1896 840 

Maynard, on B. C. R. &N 1891 889 

Nansen , seven miles southeast of Council Bluffs, on O. A St. L 1890 961 

New Hampton, on O. G. W. R'y 1892 871 

Oelweln. on C. G. W 1908 807 

Potter, onO. M. & St. P 1901 589 

Rhodes, onO., M. &8t. P 1902 808 

Stratford, on C. & N.-W 1808 270 

Stratford, onC. &N.-W 1891 845- 

Thayer, on C. B. &Q 1901 S85 

Tiffin, onC, R. I. &P 1901 637 

Unionville, onO., R. I. &P ... 1901 5B6 

Valley Junction, on C, R. I. & P. 1896 241 

Verdi, onC, R. I. & P . 1901 586 

Vincent, C.,R. I. &P 1891 841 

Walnut, onC, R.I.AP 1901 587 

Washington, onC, R I. AP 1891 841 

Bureau of railway statistics and accounts, rail way question 1898 40g 

Law requiring uniformity in, recommended 1892 21 

Uniformity in 1878, 74; 1879, 113; 1882, 88; 1892 45- 

Actual Cash Value of Road and BQiPMENT-see Value. 

Adam*, Charles Francis, Jr , quotation from 1878 59 

DUuuwion of commissioner system 1879 7$ 

Railroad *, origin and problems t 1881 81 

Remarks on watered stock 1886 55- 

Adams, Henry O. , statistician interstate com. com. , paper on accounts, etc 1898 408 

Additional Depot Grounds— see Condemnation proceedings. 

Adequate Equipment Defined— see Equipment. 

Adequate Grossing— see Crossing, Adequate. 

Adoption of Commissioners' Rates— see Rate*. 

Additional Depot Grounds— see Condemnation Proceedings. 

Advanced Charges— 

Brenneck Bros. , Eagle Grove, v. C. &N.-W., discrimination in applying 1892 843 

Monahan Bros. , Charl >tte, v. C. & N. W 1886 52fr 

Wasson, J. A., Rxscoe, Kan., v. O., M. &8t. P., duties of carriers in accepting 

guarantee for 1888 65* 

Advance in Hav Rates, Petition of D. M. &N.-W.— see Rates. 

Agents, Station, Petition for -see Station Service. 

Agreements Between Railways, violation of 1836 ST 

Agreement of Railway Companies to Adopt Commissioner'^ Rates— see Rates, 
Freight. 

Aid to railroads— see Taxes. 

Atnsworth, W. W. elected secretary 1887 5 

Re-elected. 1888, 8; 1889, 4; 1890. 3; 1891, 3; 1892, 8; 1838, 8; 1834, 8; 1895, 4; 1896, 12; 1897 IS 

Amendment* to Classification— see Classification. 

Apportionment of Cost of Over and Under Railroad Crossing— see Crossing, 
Railroad. 

Appropriation of Land, Harrington, F. B, Marathon, v. C, M. & St. P., for 

snowfence 1899 fl& 

Appropriation of Coal— 

Aurelia, coal dealers of, v. Illinois Central Railroad, during scarcity of fuel 1888 677 

Hogaboom, 8. R., Creston, v. C, B. &Q ... 1894 286 

Koowles, J. Elliottv. C, B. &Q 1881 140 

LeMars, Townsend, D. W. v. Illinois Central 1888 679 

Arbitration— 

Ashburn, J. M. Lamoni, v. C. f B. &Q., claim for care of stock 1889 969 

Consolidation Coal Company v. Central Iowa 1878 8Q> 

Illinois Central et at v. Waverly Short Line et aL , grade crossing »„. 1886 576- 
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Mason City A Port Dodge R'y Co. , v. Crooked Greek R'y Co. , gi a^e crowing Ib87 1 82 

Moore, lhos. and Blsbee, 0. W. Turin, v. C. &N.-W., ovei flow dam agts Ib89 99) 

Webster City and Crooked Creek v. M. O. & F. D. R'y Co. , grade crossing 1886 69?,e01 

Attendance with L. C. L. livestock phinments 1804 347 

Attorney General, Report of— see Litigation. 

Attorney General Mullah, opir ion of with reference to right of railway company 

to receive and forward freight *. 19J3 265 

Authority- of Commissioner*— see Commissioners. 

Automatic Coupler.— see also Couplers, Automatic. 

Paper on, by Commissioner Coffin 18<»6 93 

Brakes, Burlington test 13^, 40; 1S86, 46, 47, 48 

Generally used 18fl8 4 

Comparative table of 1900, »: 1901 f,8 

Bap Order, Receipt of Goods in— see Damages. 
Back Water Caused By Railroad Construction, Overflow— see Drainage, 
Damage, Obstruction and Overflow. 
Back ^ atbr, in Relation to Railroad Crossings - see Drainage. 
Back Water, Stock Drowned by— see Damages. 

Baggage, facilities at Lanesville on C, M. &St. P 1903 821 

Baggage, Excess and Storage Charges, discussion of 1891 28 

Anders >n, T. , Rookford, IlL, v. C, M. &8t. P., sample trunks contain! og jewelry 

rot baggage 1885 541 

AshaU, F, O. , Chicago, v. Central Iowa, excess charges 1882 • 488 

Bullock, N. P. , Leon, v. Union Depot, Council Bluffs, storage 1887 724 

Carpenter, C. C, Oilman, v. Cent. Iowa and O. & N.-W., refusal to receive tool 

chest as baggage 1888 528 

Dusey, U., et al, Creston, v. 0., B. & Q., refusal to carry mtccanic's tool box as 

baggage 1885 614 

Edmuidson. Ed Cedar Rapids, v. C, M. & St. P. , excess baggage 1892 828 

Glover - , H. B. , et al, Dubuque, v. various lines, excess baggage charges 1888 680 

Goodwin, Mrs. Patience, Traer, v. C.» R. I. &P., delay and stoiage charges 1888 645 

HollenbecK, Mrs. E. A., Wesley, v. O. & N.-W. R'y, excessive 1898 71 

Earberg, H. , St. Louis, v. C. , B. & Q. , overcharge 1901 502 

Krause & Co. , Davenport, v. various lines 1894 250 

Baggage— Delay and Loss- 
Block, M. , De* Moines, v. C. & N .- W. , delay in forwarding sample case 1892 868 

Goad, Jas., Everly, v C, M. &St. P 1901 496 

Piekenbrock & Sons, Dubuque, v. C. , M. A St. P., stolen from depot, responsibility 1900 155 

Taylor, K. R, WestSide, v. O. &N.-W., lost 1885 571 

Woodward, W. H., Creston, v. D. M. &K. C , lost 1891 727 

Baggage, Insufficient Facilities for Handling and Transfer— see also Trans- 
fer Facilities. 

Iowa Falls v. C. & S.-Vf., regulation** 1887 758 

Reynard, J. 8., Creston, v. 0., B. &Q. and C. G. W. f Afton Junction transler... 1858 187 
Roybar, F. , v. Cent. Iowa et al, insufficient facilities for handling baggage 1886 688 

Bankrupt Roads— see Receivers. 

biCYCLE, right of person to use railroad track for 1900 172 

Billing in Transit, Bevins Bros. , Hawkeye, v. O. , M. & St. P., discrimination in. 1896 78 

Bird, A. C, G. F. A., C, M. &St.. Letters of, on reduction of corn rates in 

Iowa 1886 621 

Black, Jeremiah, Letters of, on railway legislation, railways are highways, etc . 1881 77 

Blockading Highways with Trains— see Obstruction. 

Blockading Streets with Trails- see Obstructing Streets. 

Blockade. Snow— see Snow Blockade. 

Branch Lines— 

Apportioning earnings of, method of 1889 1005 

Expenses of operation should be partly borne by main line 1888 47 

Profitable as feeders to main line 1889 1005 

25 
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Branch Line— Continued. Year Page 

Train service on, restoration of, on Iowa branches, C, R.I. AP 1889 10-1008 

Branch Links, Train Service on— see also Train Service, 
Management of stub train between Tara and Fort Dodge on 0., R. 1. & P 1908 278 

Brakes, Automatic and Power— see elso^l utomatio Couplers and Power Brake*, 

Brakes* automatic 1884, 41; 1885 94 

Discussion of and law concerning 1890, 7; 1891, 18, 20; 1892 10,48 

Paper on, by Commissioner Coffin 1889 47 

Brewer, Judge, Decision of, in relation to rates— see also Rales 1*89, 81,82,84 

Temporary injunction by restraining promulgation of June, 1838, schedule 1888, 88, 1494 20) 

Bridge Line, improper operation of . Mitchell, W. H, Sioux City, v. W. & S. P. R'y 1903 K5 

Bridges— 

Wooden, being replaced by iron and stone .% 1898 4 

Laws relating to, discussed 1878 17 

Safety of, railroad companies responsible for 1878 17,18,19 

Bridge toll, absorption- of at Omaha '. .' 1888 870 

Unsafe Conditions of— see also Unsafe Condition of Road. 

Fay, P. H., Richland Center, Wis., v. C, M. & St. P., Coon Rapids 1894 178 

Harrison, H., etaL, v. A., T. &S. F., neglect of bridgemen at Ft. Madison 1895 190 

Reno, B. F., Marengo, v. C, R. I. &P IsaO 73 

Waller, J. N., road supervisor, St. Charles, v. C, M. & St. P., unsafe condition of 

bridge and highway 18S6 509 

Wathdns, W. W., Bellevue, v. C, M. & St. P., unsafe condition of bridge 1883 1012 ' 

•'Boggy Case"— 

Barber, Ed., Glidden, v. C. &N.-W., overcharge 1884 66-W 

Anderson's, commissioner, opinion on 1&84 49 

Coffin's, commissioner, opinion on 18S4 67 

Dey's, commissioner, opinion on 1884 88 

Judge Baylies' opinion on 18S5 57 

Bullbtinb, train in passenger depots, posting of 1903 243 

Burlington, Shippers of, Complaint on Rates— see Rates. 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway Compant, application of, for 

reduced rates on seed grain 188a *& 

Burlington Test on Automatic Couplers— see Automatic Coupler*. 

Butter and Egg Shipment, Discrimination in Inspection of— see Inspection. 

CABOOSE, Stoppage of at platforms— see Stopping Trains at Platforms. 
Caboose Oars, accommodation for passengers in, W. W. Weston v. O. , & N. - W 1900 187 

Cameron, J. S. , Elected Secretary *87<* 8 

Resigned 1880 S 

Camp Meeting and Other Assembly Rates— see Rales. 
Capacity of Elevators— see Elevators. 
Capacity of Freight Cars— see Cars. 
Capital Stock, Watered— see Watered Stock. 

Capitalization, Excessive 1878 ® 

Care of Station Buildings— see Station Service. 

Cars- 
Discrimination in Furnishing— see Discrimination and Failure to Furnish Cars. 
Distribution of— see Distribution of Cars. 

Must be distributed equally in time of scarcity 1888, 719, 1892 827 

Not to be used for warehouse purposes 1889 ** 

When Used for Warehouse Purposes. Charges For— see Demurrage. 
Lack of— see also Failure to Furnish Cars. 

Discussed by L. S. Coffin 1887 

Sending off Own Line— see Refusal to Receive and Forward Freight. 

Warming of. 

Lighting of— see Lighting Cars. 

What Constitutes Adequate Supply of- see Equipment. 

•Car Load Rates— 
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Attempted abolition of 1885. 45, 47; 1888 81 

Towa State Jobbers and Manufacturers' association, protest against abolition of 1885 47 
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Cm Load Rates— Continued. Year Page 

Merrill & Keeney, Des Moines, v. C. & N -W. et al., on fornlture 1888, ©78; 1884 69 

On mixed car load of linseed and carbon oils 1892 844 

Proposition to abolish indefinitely postponed ,.... 1885 68 

Recognition of by Colorado law 1885 48 

Cab off Its Own Link— see Refusal to Receive and Forward Freight, also Failure 
to Furnish Cars. y 
Owned by Shipper, unjust discrimination of, paper on, by Judge Schoonmaker 

ex-interstate commeroe commissioner 1991 80 

Private Discrimination in Use or— see Discrimination. 

Carriers— 

Bound by quotation of rates by agents 1888 009 

Their relations to each other discussed 1834 7 

Carrier's Risk— see Owner's Risk. 

Carried Past Station— 

Eoyle, I. W. f Oiarkville, v. C. G. W., carried past station 1889, 981;1892 852 

Lightner, F. B., Carthage, Mo., v. C. G. W 1897 187 

Windell, W. 8., Castalia, v. 0., M. &St. P., refusal to stop at Castalia. 1392 862 

Carrying Passengers on Freight Trains— see Train Service. 

Cash Value— see Value, Present Cash. 

Cattle Guards— see also Crossings , farm. 

Alexander, T. K., Storm Lake, v. M. & St. L 1901 490 

Battern, Charles, Storm Lake, v. M. &St. L. R'y, at farm crossing 1902 285 

Bell, W. S., Pes Moines, v. B., C. R. &N., refusal toconstruct. 1SSU 1066 

Campbell, F. R. , et al. , Bismark, v. C , M. & St. P. , danger to cattle from loca- 
tion of fence, petition for cattle guards 1892 856-857 

Chapman, H. G., Sioux City, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1892 795 

Frazier, George, Panora, v. D. M. N. & W., defective, stock killed. 1897 110 

Gardner, John M. , Leon, v. D. M. , O. S. t cattle guards and fencing 1884 519 

f Huber, M.. Storm Lake, v. M. & ^t. L 1901 4»1 

Jamison, J. R., Oskaloosa, v. C, B. &Q., failure to put in. 1882 050 

Jarrls, M., Morning Sun, v. Iowa Central, petitionfor. 1895 153 

Long, Ira, Luther, v. St. L. , D. M. &N. , application for at farm crossing 18S8 737 

McCall, W. R., Ogden, v. M. & St. L., petition for 18d5 553 

Mohr, John, Fort Dodge, v. M. C. &Ft. D., application for 1887 72J 

Moone, N. B., Clarinda, v. C, B. &Q., cattle guards at crossing 1882 48; 

Moritz, George, Storm Lake, v. M. & St. L. R'y, at farm crossing 1902 278 

Nelson, Bertha, Keokuk, v. C, R, I. &P., at farm crossing 1902 247 

Onerem, J. L., etaL, Ther, v. 0. &N.-W., petition for cattle guards 1885 558 

Petit, Ohas., StormLake, v. M. &St. L. 1901 401 

Petition for rehearing 1836 671 

Sargent, O. G., v. C, R. I. & P 1901 687 

Smith, M., Storm Lake, v. M. & St. L , .... 1901 492 

Tibbets, D. D., etal., Ogden, v. 0., Ft. M. &Dt M. , petition for 1892 827 

Changing Name of Stations— 

Adelphia, citizens of, v. Wabash, from Tarn worth to 1901 610 

Arlington, citizens of, petition for, C. , M. & St. P. , from Brush Creek to 1396 19 

Emfleld, Cooley, E. G , v. C, M. &St. P., Strawberry Point 1884 668 

Lnverne, citizens of, v. C. &N.-W., application for 1887, 720; 1888 70S 

Moult on, Powers. H. P., v. Illinois Central, two stations by same name 1903 270 

River Junction, Musser, J. D., et at, v. B., C. R. A N., petition for.. ..1888, 749; 1893 211 

flewal, Banta, Ira, v. C, M. &St. P 1895 145 

Strawberry Point, dtizensof, v. C, M. & St. P., petitionfor 1S83 724 

Ticonic, Grant Township, dtizensof. v. C. &D., petition for 1888 725 

Vincent, Anderson & Richards, v. C, R. I. & P 18112 833 

Charges— 

CraryBros., Boone, v. St. L., D. &N., prepayment of freight charges 1886 604 

Wasson, J. A., Roscoe, Kan., v. C, M. & St. P., duties of carriers 1SS3 656 

Charity Freight— 

Shaw, H. B., Nora Springs, free carriage of 1895 166 
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Year Page 
Charitable Inbtitutionb, churches not such, as contemplated by law, with respect 

special rates (Commissioner Dey) 1888 888 

Choice of Markets, Shippers and Routes, Right to— see Right* of Shippers. 

Churche* may obtain special rates on building material 1888 8W 

Claims -see also Damages. 
For Damages Resulting prom Obstructions— see Obstruction. 
For Damages Resulting prom Failure t j Receive Cars— see Failure to Fur- 
nish Cars. 
For Refund op Overcharge— see Overcharge. 

Private, commissioners no authority to collect 1883 108£ 

For Goods Lost in Transit— see Lost in Transit. 
For Stock Killed— see Stock Killed. 
Classification op Freight— 

Iowa Classification No. 12 and Schedule of Rates. 1901 18> 

Amendments to 1900, 112, 101, 119;19ji, lfe9;190S, 217; 19U8 21* 

Basalt plaster, Basalt Plaster Co. , De§ Moines 1894 240 

Boilers, second-hand, Oottstein, F. v. Inspection Bureau 1892 847 

Bottles, empty, returned, T. W. Rogers for Iowa Bottlers* Association 1894 90S 

Capacity of cars, France, H. 0., Rose Hill, v. C, R. I. &P 1897 1SS 

Coal, KeefeCoalCo,, Ft. Dodge, v. I1L Cent 1896 168 

Corn planters, K. D 1890 957 

Crackers, Shaver & Dows, Cedar Rapids, v. Joint Western Classification 1883 659 

Crushed stone for road purposes .. 1894 25? 

Discrimination Id, Westphal, Hinds & Co., Dubuque, v. B., O. R. &N 1831 125- 

Discrimination in classification of flour, Crystal Mill and Grain Co. , Council Bluffs, 

v. IowaPool Lines 1883 70& 

Dog skins, Herman & Cownie, Des Moines, petition for change in 1896 221 

Drugs, Miller, W. G., Ottumwa, Iowa, classification maximum not minimum 1896 166 

Farm wagons, Star Wagon Co. , Cedar Rapids, v. R'yCo's , 1886 503 

Glucose, James V. Mahony, Sioux City 1894 273 

Gravel and eanti 1894 359 

Hancock, John T. & Son, Dubuque, v B , C. R. & N. R'y, lack of uniformity 1880 23 

Hardware, mixed, C. L., S. B. Rush, Colfax, v. C, R. I. & P 1901 507 

Logs, rough, Des Moines Fence Co. and Des Moines Excelsior Works et al 1891 782 

Linseed & carbon oila in mixed carloads, application for car load rates 1892 844 

Live stock, H. G. S. Oodd, Westfield 1894 280 

Merchandise, Hummer, George, Iowa City, v. B., C. R. & N., discrimination in.. 1880 153 

Minimum weights. Ketchum & Johnson Co. , Marsha Utown, v. C. &N.-W 1897 108 

National uniform freight classification discussed 1887, 49; 1893 11 

Of freights, commissioners' 1889 933 

Roadmaking materials 1902 236 

Railroad ties, J. O. Taylor, Percv 1894 240 

Sand, Besley, L. O. , Council Bluffs, v. C. B. & Q. , petition for restoration of pre- 
vious classification on 1893 247 

Sandandstone 1834, 859; 1902 238 

Sawdust and fuel, Mlnesh, E. D. &Co., BagleGrove 1897 154 

Silicon wall plaster 1894 359 

Syrup in pails, MendelH., Neola, v. C, R.I. & P 1887 759 

Syrup in pails, Tucker Bros. , Brooks, v. C, B. & Q. R'd Co 1887 759 

Wagons, democrat spring 1894 369 

Western Wheel Scraper Co. , Aurora, 111. , v. road making machines. 1894 182 

Worcester & Son, Des Moines, v. various lines, change of on goods in transit 1885 540 

Classification of Railroads— see also, Rates, Freight. 

A. B. andC 1878, 54, 67; 1881 85 

Millner, T. H., Iowa Falls, v. B., C R. & N., comolaintof 1882 464 

Clearing Grain in Transit— see Milling in Transit 

Coal, Appropriation of bt Carriers— 3ee Appropriation ofCoaL 

Coal House Site*— see Sites. 

Coal, Minimum Weight of in Car Loads— see Minimum Weight. 

Stewart, James, etal., v. C. &N.-W., scarcity of 1883 442 

Coal Rates— see Rates. 
Petition for Advance in— see Rates. 
For distance lees than five miles 1890 906-922: 
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Tear Page 

Coffin, L. 8. , paper on automatic couplers and brakes a 1837, 59; 1889 47 

Combination Between Trunk Links and Feeders— see Pro-Bating. 

Commerce, Interstate— see Interstate Commerce. 

Commerce, State and Interstate, what constitutes 1900, 7; 19)8 863 

Commissioners Authority, Powers and Duties of. 

To act, when in doubt, should not be exercised 1889 1092 

Derived from statute, beyond its expressed provisions they cannot act 1389 1002 

Have no authority to require crossings where no highway has been established as 

requiredbylaw U93 202 

To stop the running of trains in cases of unsafe condition of road. 1892 768 

No authority to interpret the law differently from its plain reading 1892 846 

May order additional train service— see also Train Service. 1891 806 

To order freight transfer for L. 0. L. shipments 1898 168 

To order under crossings 1892 28 

Duties and jurisdiction of 1878, 5, 17, 60, 58, 54; 1879 71 

under the law of 1884. 1884 42 

increased powers of, discussion in relation* to shippers to carriers 1884 81 

law giving additional power to .. 1837 906 

Duties of, enlarged by legislature 1393 24 

Jurisdiction of 189128, 862 

Old and new laws compared 1892 25 

Duties and powers discussed 1892 21, 80 

Duties and powers as defined by the United States supreme court 1894 199 

Laws of 1888, granting additional power and making elective 188S 81 

Decisions of, enforced in courts 1892 II, 89 

In different states 1878 62 

Expenses of board of railroad commissioners, by states 1897 242,243 

In Great Britain 1878 67 

Original organization of 1878 8 

Commissioners— for Secretaries see Secretary of Board. 

Anderson, A. R., 

appointed 1881 8 

term expired 1884 8 

Brown, Ed. C. 

elected 1902 8 

Campbell, Frank T. , 

appointed 1888 8 

elected 1889 8 

drew three years term by lot 1889 4 

term expired 1892 8 

Carpenter, C. C, 

appointed 1878 8 

resigned 1878 8 

Coffin, L. 6., 

appointed 1882 8 

reappointed 1885 8 

term expired 1888 8 

Davidson, Chas. L. 

elected 1895 iv 

deceased— memorial statement 1897 1 

Dawson, E. A., 

appointed to fill vacancy 1896 12 

elected 1897, 12; 1900 10 

Dey, Peter A. f . 

appointed 1873 8 

reappointed 1886 8 

elected 1889 8 

drew two years term by lot 1889 4 

term expired Ib91 3 

reelected 1892 8 

term expired 195 iv 



Digitized by LjOOQ IC 



390 INDEX. 

Year Page 
Luke, John W., 

elected 18 1 3 

re-elected 1904 3 

deceased, memorial statement 1895, 1; 1896 12 

McDill, J. W., 

appointed 1873 3 

resigned 1881 3 

reappointed 1881 3 

term expired 1 87 3 

Mo wry, W., 

elected 1899 1> 

term expired 190 8 

Palmer, D. J 1899, 15; 1901 9 

Perkins, George W., 

elected 1898 3 

re-elected 1896 12 

Smith, Spencer, 

appointed 1897 8 

elected 1889 3 

drew one year term by lot 1889 4 

re-elected 1890 3 

term expired 1893 3 

Wilson, James, 

appointed 1882 3 

resigned 1888 3 

Woodruff, M. O., 

appointed 1878 8 

term expired 1882 3 

Common Carriers must not discriminate in favor of themselves as private mer- 
chants..; 1889 1046 

Commutation Tickets— see Passenger Fare. 

Comparative Tonnage, in carloads and less than carloads 1883 82 

Competition, its effects on rates 1886 84 

Concealment in Railroad Affairs— see Publicity. 
Concessions to Large Shippers— see Carload Rates. 
Condemnation Proceedings— 

Cannot be maintained where company has no road in operation 1898 136 

Commissioners no authority to compel the railroad companies to exercise 1898 191 

Duty of carrier to exercise in certain cases , 1891 823 

Law granting for depot purposes * 1884 86 

Bight to exercise not included in right of eminent domain 18S7 679 

Right of way, additional. 1900 4 

Applications f or— 

Aigona, by Iowa Central 1899 44 

Allison, byC. G. W 1902 300 

Appanoose county, by Iowa & St. Louis 1902 210 

Bayfield, byB., C. R. &N 1900 84 

Black Hawk county, by C. G. W 1900,110:1901 177 

Boone county, byC. &N.-W .".1900, 87, 89; 1903 196 

Butler county, by Illinois Central . 1900 83 

Calhoun county, by M. C. & Ft. Dodge 1902 206 

Carroll, by M. C. &Ft. D 1902 209 

Carroll county, by C. &N.-W 1900 168 

Charles City, Cedar Falls & Minnesota R'd Co. v. land owners 1896 15 

Cedar Rapids, C. &N.-W. andB., C. R. &N. R'ys v. land owners 1896 24 

Cedar Rapids, by Dubuque & Sioux City 1901 178 

Chickasaw county, by C. G. W...: 1901 179 

Clarion, by M. C, & Ft. D 1902 273 

Davenport, byC, R I. & P 1898, 77; 1901 17£ 

Des Moines, 0., B &Q. R'd Co. v. Thomas Caughan, Sr., etal 1885 549 

Des Moines, Des Moines & Kansas City R'd Co. v. certain land owners. 1891 767 

Des Moines, by Des Moines Union R'y Co 1900, 84 1901 175 
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Condemnation Proceedings— Continued. Year Page 
Applications for— Continued. 

Dixon, R., B., C. K. & N. R'y Co. v. G. W. King, et al 1884 600 

Dubuque, Union Depot Company of 1886 480 

Ehler, bubuque & Sioux City R'd Co. v. certain land owners 1808 146, 221 

Kldridfe Junction, by C, M. &St. P 1898 60 

Estherville, byB.. O. R. &N 1899 87 

EBtherville, byM. &8t. L. R'y 1900 206 

Evanston, Mason City & Ft. Dodge v. certain land owners 1891 796 

Fayette county, by C. G. W 1902, 207; 1908 190,200 

Ft. Dodge, byM. &St. L 1906 209 

Garner, Finch & Hay ward of, inquiries concerning 1884 648 

Goose Lake, C. &N.-W. R'y Co. v. certain property owners. 1890 947 

Greene county, by C. & N.-W. R'y 1900, 85,86,87,88,89,90,168 

Harrison county, by O. &N.-W 1901 622 

Hardin county, by D. & S. C. R'd 1903 298 

Hogleetal., byD. & S. C 1908 237 

Iowa City, byC, R. I. & P. R'y Co 18& 62 

Jefferson county, byC, Ft. M. & D. M. R'y 1900 190 

Jefferson county, byC, R. I. & P 1901 176 

Kossuth county, by C. &N.-W : 1902 201 

Lawrence, by Gowrie & N. W 1900 168 

Louisa and Washington counties, by O. , R. I. & P 1903 240 

Macuta, Chicago, Santa Fe & CaL R'y Co. v. John Yager et al 1887 785 

Manson, byC, R. I. &P 1899 46 

Marsh, by Iowa Central 1900 82 

MarshaUtown, by O. G. W 1902 208 

Miilscounty, byC, B. &Q 1908 196 

Montgomery county, by C. , B. & Q 1908 1€7 

Oelwein, for tracks to shops of C. G. W. R'y Co 1895, 186; 1899, 86; 1903 807 

Oelwein, by C. G. W 1902 2t>7 

Onawa, Cherokee & Dakota R'd Co. v. certain land owners 1888 709 

Oaoeola, Des Moines & Kansas City R'd Co. v. landowners 1896 26 

Osceola, C, B. & Q. R'd Co. v. land owners 1896 27 

Oskaloosa, by B. & W 1903 292 

Oskaloosa, Cent. Iowa R'y v. Baldwin, Mary, et al 1886 672 

Oskaloosa, on Iowa Central 1897 45 

Oto, Cnerokee & Dakota R'd Co. v. certain land owners 1888 708 

Ottumwa, 0., M. &8t. P. R'y Co. v. Daniel & Bridget Sughrua. 1884 692 

Ottumwa, for union depot at 1887 699 

Pottawattamie county, by C. G. W 1903 195 

Poweshiek county, by Iowa Central '1902 205 

Sheldon, Cherokee & Dakota t. certain land owners 1888 686 

Sioux City, by C, M>. P., M. &O 1902 202 

Sioux City, Sioux City, Chicago & Baltimore R'y Co. v. certa'n land owners 1898 185 

Storm Lake, by M. & St. L 1900 144 

Story county, byC. &N.-W 1901 521 

Storycounty, by N. & N. W 1906 200 

Vinton, byB., C. R. &N .' 1899 88 

Washington county, byC, R. I. &P : 1901 177 

Waterloo, Dub. & S. O. R'd Co. y. Waterloo Water Co. et al. , petition in 1890 8dl 

Waterloo, Dub. & S. 0. R'd Co. v. certain land owners 1890 95§ 

WaYerly, by Waverly Short Line 1898 81 

Webster county, byM. & St. L 1903 209 

Webster county, byM. O. & Ft. D 1901 178 

WestLiberty, byC, R.I. &P 1899 48 

West Liberty, by B , C. R. &N 1900 83 

WestLiberty, byC, R. I. &P 1900 186 

Woodbury oounty, byC., St. P., M. &O 1902 202 

Wright county, byM. C. & Ft. D 1902,201,204,208 

Cohdttion of Roads, improved physical 1891 25 

Condition of Roadbed & Track of O. & St. L 1902 227 
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Year Page 

Condition of Western Railroads— see Railroad Situation, etc. 

Amount of business offered railroads 1891 4 

Confiscation of Coal bt Railway Company— 

Barfoot, G., Ayrshire, v. C, R. I. &P 1808 277 

Conflicting an© Disputed Provisions of the Law— see Law. 

Connection, Crossing, discussion of 1884 79 

Consideration, Taxes Voted for Railroads, A Part of— see Station*. 

Consideration of Iowa Railroads, discussed 1879 60 

Contracts— 

Road work by .' 1891 26 

Quotation of rates by agents and acceptance thereof constitutes 1886 609 

For exemption of liability for flres set by engines 1895 xxxv 

Concerning contract of release from 11 tbility by Are caused by railway company . . . 1897 165 

Contract, Violation of— 

Berry, W. T , Marsballtown, v. W. , I. &N. , in providing crossing 1886 667 

Davison, M., Piano, v. Wabash, in building side track, etc 1882 519 

Day, F. A., Castana, v. Maple River R'd Co. , in location of railroad 1884 &5 

Dorcas, John, Shiloh, v. C. AN.-W. R'y, failure to construct side track. 1886 573 

Elliott, W. P., Morning Sun, v. 0., B. &Q., failure to fence 1883 729 

Fauser, W. D., Wirt, v. H. &S., violation of right of way contract 1887 682 

Fort Dodge, city of, v. C, R. I. P. etal., failure to operate road 1839982,967 

Harshbarger, W. A. , Oakland Mills, v. St. L. , K. & N. W. , failure to provide 

crossings and fence in consideration of right of way .. 1892 841 

Hunter, A., Wyman, v. B. & N. W., failure to build cattle guards, fences, etc.... 1888 701 

Kenyon, F. L., etal., Iowa City, v. B., O. R. &N. , failure to run chair cars 1888 675 

Macrae, D., mayor of Council Bluffs, v. C, R. I. & P., andC. &N.-W., in aban- 
doning Cout^dl bluffs as Western terminus 1892 845 

Orillla, aitizensof, v. O. G. W., in maintaining station .. 1894 238 

Phelan, James, Maitland, Dak. v. 0., M. & St. P. R'y Co., failure to furnish 

shipping facilities 1885 512 

Seevers, W. A., etal., Okaloosa, v. Central towa, station accommodations 1886 -20 

Springer, A. , Prairie City, v. C. . R. 1. & P. , refusal to redeem commutation tickets 1885 580 

Torkelson, Nels, etal., Aust n, v. C, M. & St. P., failure to put in station 1892 863 

Yaggy, £. fl. , Audubon, v. B , 0. R. &N., on rates on emigrant movables 1885 583 

Convention of State Railroad Commissioners— 

With interstate commerce commission 1889, 19 ; 1891, 20-29 ; 189 , 44 ; 1893 40a 

1894, 881; 1895, xxxviii; 1898, 10; 1897, 11; 899, 14; 1900 6 

With commissioners of eurrounding states J881 164 

Construction Accounts, open discussed 1878 88-89 

Control of Railroads rt Government— see Government Control. 
Control rt STATE-see State Control 
Control of Station Grounds— see Omnibus Privileges. 
Convention Rates— see Rates. 

Coolet, Judge. T. M. t on "Railroad Comm'ssioners" 1888 45 

Address on * 'The Railway Problem" 189i 29 

Articleon * 'Popular and Legal Views of Traffic Pooling" 1887 84 

Corn Rates, request of commission e' s for temporal y reduction of 1886 619 

Cost— 

Average of roads in different states IggO 175 

Difficulty in obtaining information on 1884 17 

Discussion on 1887 51 

Earnings of, in excess of 6 per cent, on $80,000 per mile. 1891 98, 37 

Of construction per mile 1878 35 

Of equipment per mile 1878 35 

To move freight, per ton per mile, discussed 1884, 29; 1888 764-783 

Of Over and Under Railroad Crossings, Apportionment or— see Crossings. 

Couplers— Automatic— and Brake*— see also Automatic Couplers. 

Automatic, paper on, by Commissioner Coffin l&>5, 92; 1887, 51; 1889 47 

Comparative table Is99 t 18; 1900 9 

Different types of couplers considered iggi 20,25 

Discussion of Iowa law requiring their use 1SX), 7; 1900 5 
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Cottplbbs— Continued. Year Page 

Generally used 1898 4 

Law concerning 1891 18 

Recommendations of commissioners' convention for law concerning 1892 45 

Test of. in Massachusetts, reported 1884 40 

Coupling Oars- 
Loss of life and personal in jury discussed 1894 89 

Comparative table of 1900 "9 

Couhts, Cases Pending in— Report of Attornbt-Gnnsrajd— see Litigation. 

State courts to take cognizance of order of commissioners 1891 863 

Crossings Farm— 

At grade, and over or under grade, discussed ,1893, 18, 25; 1900 8 

Decision of supreme court regarding 1892 25, 28 

. Matters of public right, decision by supreme court 1892 28 

Overhead farm crossing, decision of supreme court on, discussed 1892 28, 29* 

Legislation recommended 1889, 48; 1891, 48; 1899, 7; 1901 8 

Undergrade or overhead 1900 4 

Complaintb Concerning— Petitions for— 

Alexander, T. K., Storm Lake, v. M. & St. L., cattle guard 1901 490 

Ammundson, L. O., Radcliffe, v. C. &"N. W., open 1908 203 

Amundson, Helga, Ellsworth, v. C. &N.-W., obstructed by snow 1888 788 

Anderson, W. M. , St. Charles, v. D. M. & Z. C, at grade 1897 28 

Arnold, G. P., Garden Grove, v. O. B. &Q., undergrade 1908 810 

Arthurs, C. H. Oakland Mills, v.St. L., K. &. N.-W 1900 182 

Barnes, R. H. & J. H., Olivet, v. O, R. I. &. P., under open 1893 261 

Barnett, E. D., Linden, v. C, M. & St. P., undergrade 1908 260 

Bartholow, J. M., Rembrandt, v. M. & St. L 1908 814 

Battern, Charles, Storm Lake, v. M. & St. L., cattle guards at 1902 285 

Beck, Joseph, Marcus, v. D. &8. O. (111. Cent.), under 1891 825 

Beech, A. A , Collins, v. C, M. &St. P., cattle guards 1900 214 

Bendicksen, G. LakeMills, v. O. &. N.-W., ordinary 1901 567 

Berry, W. T., Marshalltown, v. W. I. A N., contract for, violated 1886 510 

Berry, W. T., Marshalltown, v. C. G. W. t under crossing 1895 164 

Bevans, Mrs. I. S., Redding v. C, B. & Q., undergrade 1900 202 

Blackman. G. M., Newton, v. C, R. I. &. P , at grade farm 1890 POO 

Blakely, A. J., Grinnell, v. Iowa Central, undergrade 1903 240 

Blosser, Sam, Patterson v. C, R. I.&?., open 1902 279 

Brand, Earl, New Hampton, v. C. G. W., repair of crossing 1902 291 

Brockman, William, Baxter, v. C, St. P. &K O, open farm 1890 912 

Brownell, H. S., Spirit Lake, v. C. , M. & 8t. P, open— cattle guard 1892 845 

Brubaker, B. F., Orilla, v. C. G. W., undergrade 1900 184 

Buffham, Joe, Lohrville, v. O. G W. undergrade 1902 293 

Bunker, M. , Traerv. C. &N.-W., condition of cattle pass 1901 489 

Burkhalter, A. C. , Rockwell City, v. C. , M. & St. Paul, cattle guards 1900 155 

Burns, Thomas, Breda, v. C. &N.-W., at grade 1888 680 

Burns, W. W., Cromwell, v. C, B. &Q., undergrade 1901 605 

Buttles, C, Oorwith, v. Iowa Central, undergrade 1900 198 

Cain, Dennis, Arthur, C. & N.-W., unsuitable 1888 720 

Calderwood, H., Traer, v. B, C. R. & N., undergrade 1901 462 

Chapman, H. G., Sioux City, v. O, M. & St. P., location of 1890 848 

Cole, Lyman, v. B., C. R AN., under, petition for 1896 157 

Cole, J. F. G., Berlin, v. C. G. W. , condition of 190fr 274 

Cooter, David, Flu gs tad, v. Crooked Creek, ordinary 1901 619 

Oritchfield, J. W., Lucas, v. C, B. & Q., ordinary 1895 186 

Craze J. B., Vincennes, v. 0., R. I. &P., renewal of bridge 1899 62 

Cunningham & Jones, Marshalltown, v. C. , M. & St. P. , petition for 1892 830 

Cutler G. L. , Clarion v. M. C. & Ft. D., open and cattle guards 1887 716 

Cutler, G. L., Clarion, v. M. 0. &Ft. D., under farm 1889 1089 

Cutler, G. L., Clarion, v. M. O. & Ft. D., petition for under 1890 850 

Cutler, G. L 1893 23 

Dalliner, Simon, Mt. Pleasant, v. C, B. &Q., undergrade 1900 213 
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Complaints Concerning— Continued, Year Page 

Davis, J. K., Bagley, v. C, M. & 8t. P., open 1898 7* 

David, B. P., Oompotine, v. C, M. & St. P., undergrade ... 1902 267 

Davitt, James, Cummings, v. O. G. W., tinder 1895 126 

Deadrick, John, Cedar Falls, v. C. & N.-W., undergrade 1900 206 

Deitken, 0., Council Bluffs, v. M. C. & Ft. D., undergrade 1902 29ft 

Denison, T. W., Clarion, v. M. O. & Ft. D. replacing and repairing farm 'Crossing. 1896 52 

Dennis, I. V. Coralville, v. C, R. I. &P., under, failure to maintain 1889 979 

Deluhery, T., Sumner, v. M. &N. W., farm and cattle guards 1886 596 

Dudgeon, Lafayette, Hedrick, v. C, M. &6t., P. undergrade 1902 282* 

Duncan, O. H., Columbus Junction, v. G , R. I. &P., condition of undergrade. .. . 1908 327 

Eckstein, H., etal., Cresco, v. C, M. & 8t. P., open 1895 202 

Edge, H. M. Tipton, v. B , C. R. &N.. undergrade 1900 12ft 

Eonessy, P., New Hampton, v- 0., 8t. P. &K. C, petition for under 1889 107S 

Ennessy, P. New Hampton, v. O. G. W., defective under bridge 1898 167 

Erickson, A. M., Marathon, v. C, M. & St. P., undergrade 1900 1ST 

Evans, Mrs. J. W., Williamsburg, v. 0., M. & St. P., undergrade 1901 466 

Evan9, , Elma, v. C. Q. W. , undergrade 1902 249 

Faneer, W. D., Wirt, v. H. &8., contract providing ignored 1887 682 

Fisher, R. B., KnoxviUe, v. C, R. I. &P., overhead 1882 420 

Fordyce, Harry, Libertyville, v. C, R. I. & P , petition for farm 1886 609 

Fox, John, Dallas Center, v. 0., R. I &P., undergrade 1901 616 

Frederickson, J. P., Ruthven, v. C, M. &8t. P., undergrade 1903 816 

Fuller, H. E., Kalo, v. M. & St. L., petition for farm 1885 56a 

Gaston, H. F. , Traer, v. C. & N.-W. , cattle pass, condition 1901 514 

Gaston, H. F., Traer, v. I., M. &N. W., undergrade 1899 116 

Geomatz, John, Auburn, v. 111. Cent., undergrade 1900 149 

George, W. C, Collins, v. 0., M.&St. P., undergrade cattle pass. 1899 8ft 

Glays, J., Libertyville, v. C, Ft. M. & D. M., petition as per contract 1898 287 

Gonsetto, L. H , EastPeru, v. O. G. W., establishment of 1906 827 

Gravatt, O., Traer, v. 0.& N.-W., R»y, undergrade 1899 lift 

Graves, R. T., Mason City, v. M. 0. & F. D., under 1895 86 

Gray, W. A., Albia, v. Iowa Central R'y, at grade 1899 <» 

Griffin, John, Hedrlck, v. 0., M. &St. P., petition for 1900 189 

Hamilton, William R. , Washington, v. C , R. I. & P. , under bridge 1896 14ft 

Hankee, August, Wall Lake, v. 0. & N.-W., petition for open 1886 409-65& 

Hansen, N. M., Albert City, v. C, M. & St. P., open 1901 507 

Harris, J. S.. New Market, v. K. & W., cattle guard 1901 52ft 

Harris, J. £., New Market, v. K. & W., undergrade 1908 820 

Haynes, S. , Cummings, v. C. G. W. , undergrade 1900 174 

Haynes, S., Cummings, v. C. G. W. , condition of undergrade 1908 295. 

Heavilin, S. R., Gladbrook, v. C. G. W., replacing 1897 122 

Helmer, M. F., MechanicsviUe, v. C. & N.-W., repairson 1894 274 

Helmer & Gortner, MechanicsviUe, v. O. & N .- W, blocking of 1903 817 

Helphrey, L. S., Metz, v. 0. , R. I. & P. , undergrade 1902 287 

Helhprey, L. 8., Newton, v. N. & N. W., undergrade 1906 314 

Hickman, C. J. , Metz, v. C. , R. I . & P. , petition to restore plank in 1891 76CV 

• Hickman, C. J., Metz, v. C, R. l.&P., defective farm 1892 858 

Holmes, W., etal., v. C. & N.-W., cattle guards 1900 115 

Holschlag. Henry, New Hampton, v. C. G. W., cattle pass. 1902 288 

Hoover, C. E, Delphos, v. C, B. & Q., under and cattle guard 1889 1004 

Hopkins, David, Panora, v. D. M. N. & W., petition for under 1693 226> 

Howard, John 8., Sac City, v. C, M. & 8t. P., additional 1900 14* 

Huber, M. , Storm Lake, v. M. & St. L. , cattle guard 1901 491 

Humphrey, Sanford, Jefferson county, v. C, R. I. & P., protest against filling 

crossing under bridge 1893 20T 

Irwin, Mrs. J. 8 , Tama, v. C. & N.-W 1900 209 

Ives, Julius, Dickens, v. C. M. & St. P., petition for open 1889 106ft 

Jacobson, K. J. , Pickering, v. Iowa Central, overhead 1908 821 

Jamison, A. F. , Lohrvllle, v. M. C. & Ft. D. , undergrade 1903 269 

Jarvis, Myers. Morning Sun, v. Iowa Central, cattle guards and fencing 1896 15ft 

Johnson, WilliamS., Ames, v. C. &N.-W., undergrade 1908 245 

Keller, B. F., Knowlton, v. C. G. W., condition of 1906 296 

Kendall, J. F., Fredricksburg v. C. G. W., undergrade 1896 89 
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Kiel, DeKalb, v. H. & S., petition for farm 1892 831 

Korna, Jacob, Hartwick, v. C. & N.-W., under, failure to repair 1891 730 

Lamb, L., WhatCheer, v. O. & N.-W., undergrade 1900 192 

Lang, D. R., Levey, y. 0., R.I. & P., at grade 1903 302 

Lawson, W., Fairfield, v. C., R.I. & P., ordinary 1901 514 

Lee, C. G., Ames, v. O. & N.-W., overhead 1900 157 

Leman, J. H. , Colfax, v. C, R. I. & P., ordinary, at grade 1895 188 

Lewis, J. F., New Hampton, v. O. G. W., petition for open farm 1893 208 

Lister, William, Newton, v. O. , R. I. & P. . petition for open 1889 1032 

Lockwood, L. N., Ooldwater, v. I., M. & N. W., undergrade 1899 104 

Long, F. H., Manning, v. W. C. & Ft. D 1908 214 

Longman, A., Logan, v. Ft. D. & O., undergade 1900 217 

Loop, H. D., Traer, v. O. & N.-W., open 1908 231 

Lynch, P., New Hampton, v. 0., St. P. St K. O., undergrade ... 1888,701; 1889,978; 1899 89 

Lyons, P., Navan, v. C, M. & St. P., undergrade 1899 64 

Madson, 0., etal.. Cresco, v. C, M. & St. P., open 1895 202 

Martin, J. H., Tripoli, v. C. , St. P. & K. O. , protest against removing 1890 872 

Martin, J., Bagley, v. C, M. & St. P., with cattle guards 1898 50 

May, James, Russell, v. 0., B. & Q., to highway 1900 llfr 

Maxwell, Isaac, Indianola, v. C, B. & Q., undergrade 1903 299 

Mercer, F. M., Victor, v. 0., R. I. & P., condition of undergrade 1903 297 

Meyer, Arend, Holland, v. B., C. R. & N., undergrade 1897 70 

Miller, James T. , Bristow, v. Dab. & Dak. , im oassable condition of 1886 501 

Miller, J. H., Foster, v. 0., M. & St. P., to highway 1900 184 

Mills, O., Lewis, v. C, R. I. & P., undergrade 1901 502 

Moritz, George, Storm Lake, v. M. & St. L., cattle guards at 1902 278 

Morrison, D., Arthur, v. C. & N.-W., petition to repair under 1891 791 

McClelland, C, De* Moines, v. Inter-Urban R'y Co 1903 268 

McDonald, Thomas, Bayard, v. C, M. & St. P., overhead farm* 1886,587; 1889 975 

McDonald, Thomas, Bayard, v. C„ M. & St. P., boards decision discussed 1892 28 

Supreme Court's opinion in 1892 898 

McGonegle, Jas., Delmar, v. C, M. & St. P., relocation 1900 191 

Nelson, Bertha, Keokuk, v. 0., R. I. & P. cattle guardsat 1902 247 

Nichols, John, Bast Peru, v.O. G. W., undergrade 1902 271 

Nolte, C, Sumner, v. C. G. W., undergrade cattle pass 1901 507 

Norton, B. P. , Cresco, v. C. , M. & St. P. , board's decision discussed 1890 916 

O'Brien, P. M., Letts, v. C, M. & St. P., undergrade 1903 236 

Obye, L., Lohrville, v. C. & N.-W., undergrade 1900 105 

Overholt, B. S., Wyoming, v. O. & N.-W., petition for under 1893 213 

Palmer, John, Knowlton, v. C. G. W., improper drainage 1903 825 

Pease, John, Farragut, v. C . , B. & Q. , petition for reopening farm 1893 22 

Peek, J. W., Truro, v. D. M. & K. C, open 1895, 198; 1900 112 

Petit, Chas., Storm Lake, v. M. & St. L., cattle guard 1901 491 

Phipps, A. S., Farragut, v. C. B. &Q., open 1898 15 

Pine, N. A., Algona, v. 0., M. & St. P., undergrade 1898 48 

Poorbaugh, H., Colfax, v. 0., R. I. &P., at grade 1896 117 

Plato, O. for A . Bartlett, Correction ville, v. 111. Cent. , open crossing 1896 13& 

Pratt, F. B. Auburn, v. 111. Cent., undergrade 1901 465 

Pryor, A. M., Leon, v. D. M. &K. C, petition for farm 1891 810 

Rimathe, Jasper, Slater, v. C. &N.-W., undergrade 1902 248 

Roadman, L. B. , Dairyville, v. C. & N. -W. , undergrade 1901 508 

Root, Charles B., v. B. O. R. &N., cattle guard 1908 211 

Ryan, R. B. J. , Leighton, v. C. , R. I. & P. , over 1894 240 

Sackrider, D. f Maquoketa, v. 0., M. & St. P., undergrade 1900 18& 

Sampson, L. B. , Altoona, v. C. , R. I. & P. , open crossing 1901 881 

Sargent, O. G. Sr., Vincennes, v. C.,R. I &P., with ca' tie guards 1901 627 

Scanlon, Thomas, Grafton, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for farm 1892 845 

Schachel, Wm., Burlington, v. C, R.I. &P 1902 802 

Schade, Conrad, Glen wood, v. C, B. &Q., petition to leave, under bridge 1902 856 

Schrlmper, Mrs. F. , Linn Junction, v. C. , M. & St. P. , undergrade 1897 129 

Schwab, L., MorningSun, v. Iowa Cent., undergrade 1900 195- 

Sconce, W. F.,Delpho3, v. 0., B. &Q.. undergrade 1900 207 

Scott, M. V., Mechanicsville, v. C. &N.-W 1903 292 



Digitized by LjOOQ IC 



396 INDEX. 

•Complaints Concerning— Continued. Year Page 

Schrimper, R. D., Robins, v. 0., M. & St. P., repairs of 1902 295 

Smith, J. H., Ira, v. O. G. W., petition to open farm crossing as per contract. 18&8 231 

Smith, E. O., Grown, v. 0., B. & Q. , petition for under farm 1882 888 

Smith, Mre. M., Storm Lake, v. M. & St. L., cattle guard 1901 492 

Stanton, Franklin, Shenandoah, v. O. & St. L. , dangerous 1896 75 

Stephens, A. 0., Glldden, v. 0. &N.-W., petition for open farm 1888 728 

Stevens, Albert, Acme, v. 0. G. W., location of 1902 296 

•Stouffer, G. H., Marshalltown, v. O. G. W. 1900 162 

Stoner, M. D., Iowa City, v. 0., R. I., 0. &8., undergrade 1906 318 

Stubbs, Hedrick, v. B. &W., condition of 1900 206 

Swain, J. W., Guthrie county, v. 0., M. & St. P., petition for under 1898 241 

.Swisher, J. D. W., Sigourney. v. 0„ R. I. &P., over ... 1896, 115; 1897 17 

Taylor, W. L., Sibley, v. B., C. R. &N., undergrade 1900 198 

Tice, F.L. J. H., Monroe, v. C, R.I. & P. , with cattle guards. 1902 275 

Trout, B. B., Beasoner, y. O., R.I. &P., undergrade 1908 228 

Tunnicliffe, G. andO., Bingham, v. O. & St. L. , petition for open 1898 214 

VanDomselaar M. , Pella, v. C, R. I. &P., undergrade 19(3 282 

VanZante, Tunis, Otley, v. O., R. I. &P., with cattle guard 1902 275 

Walker, H., Logan, v. PL D. &0., location : 1900 147 

Wakeman, M. A., Otho, v. M. &8t. L., taking up plank 1896 109 

Walleck, S. M., Shambaugh, v. O., B. &Q., petition for open 1892 766 

Walsh. J. H., Dickens, v. 0., M. &St. P., bridge 1900 160 

Walters, H. F., Rockwell City, v. 111. Cent., undergrade 1899 91 

Waltershied, A., Oedar Rapids, v. 0., M. & St. P., at grade 1901 166 

Warfel, B. F., Washington, v. O., R. I. &P., under, for stock 1895 287 

Warnock, Alexander, Sigoarney, v. B., O. R. &N., petition for under 1892 807 

Warnock, Alexander, case, petition for under 189 J 18 

Warnock, Alexander, Sigourney, v. B. , 0. R. & N. (test case), in court 1883 171 

Warnock, Alexander, Sigourney, attorney-general's report concerning 1895xxxvili 

Warnock, Alexander, Sigourney, supreme court's opinion or discussion of 1896 5 

Welday, James, Fairchild, v. C, Ft. M. & D. M., open 1885 141 

Westhook, D. H., Letts, v. M.N. &S., undergrade 1900 67 

decree of district court in 1900 06 

White, Dr. 8. 8., Creston, v. C, B. & Q., protect against filling under bridge 1888 218 

Wiley, J., Storm Lake, v. M. & St. L. , cattle guard 1901 490 

Wilson, Isaac, Henderson, v. 0., B. &Q., open 1898 63 

Wilson, J., Henderson, v. C, B. &Q., cattle guard 1901 472 

Wilson, W. P. , Elberon, v. O. & N. -W. , condition of undergrade 1901 506 

Wright, Geo. C, Kniffin, v. 111. Cent. , undergrade 1901 467 

Zurcher, Farmersburg, v. C. , M. & St. P. , petition for under 1891 770 

-Crossings, Highway— 

At grade, their construction over station grounds discussed 1893 16-156 

Expense of relocation must be borne by railroad company, opinion by attorney- 
general 1889 1065 

Discussion of 1896, 10; 18U6, 7; 1899 7 

Legislation recommended 1885, 60; 1889, 89; 1891 44 

Jurisdiction of commission in ordering 1894, 172; 1898 7 

Should railway companies grade full width on right of way? 1895 195 

Undergrade and overhead discussed 1900 4 

Numberinlowa 18«, 1; 1900 290 

Recommendations concerning 1901 S 

Number of 1901 82 

Petitions for, Complaints Concerning— 

Adam, W. 0., Elma, v. C. G. W., condition of undergrade 1903 294 

Adams, R. M., road supervisor, Clarke county, v. 0., B. &Q 1891 729 

Anderson, William M., St. Charles, v. D. M. & K. 0. alley 1897 23 

Anderson, Frank, Dawson, v. C, M. & St. P., concerning rights of county 1898 64 

Arcadia, towu of , v. 0. &N.-W., opening street 1897 88 

Bargfriede, William, et al., Arcadia, v. C. & N. -W. , street crossing 1892 847 

Barnum, township trustees, v. 111. Cent., inadequate overhead 1901 479 

Batavia, town of, v. C, B. &Q. R'y, unfit condition of undergrade 1901 506 

Baxter, township trustee of, v. C. G. W., dangerous 1900 181 

Belmond, M. S. Paige of, v. M. 0. &Ft. D., flagman for street crossing 1900 154 
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Binford, J. D., Allen's Grove, t. C, M. &8t. P., unsafe corditionof 1886 655 

Boatwright, G. J., Hastie, v. Wabash, petition for reopening of 1892 887 

Buckley, D. , New Hampton, v 0. G. W., unfit condition of 1808 77 

Brook*, M. t etal., v. 0. & N. W., dangerous 1894 844 

Brjan, J. C, Bouton, v. C, M. & St P., petiiionfor 1890 950 

Buck, R. A., State Center, v. C. &N.-W., dangerous street crossing 1908 251 

Buena Vista county, v. C &N.-W., opening crossing 1899 CI 

Buroh, A. M. , road supervisor, Dixon, v. B., C. R. & N., defective 1889 1081 

Calhoun county, supervisors of, v. Gowrie & N. W., improper construction 1900 152-176 

Carpenter, for board of supervisors, Iowa Falls, v. 111. Cent., petition for 1896 68 

Cedar county, supervisors of, v. B., C. R. &N., dangerous 1899 52 

Cedar Rapids, township trustees of, v. 0., M. & St. P., dangerous 1899 18 

Center township, Mills county, v. C, B. &Q , dangerous condition of 1886 678 

Centervllle, B. F. Eendig of, v. Iowa Cent., condition of 1900 184 

Chariton, G. J. Gittingerof, v. C, B. &Q , establishment of 1900 210 

Clarke, J. 8., Davis City, v. C, B. &Q., opening streets across right of way ... . 1892 882 

Coffin, L. S. , v. 111. Cent, and M. & St. L. , dangerous at Ft. Dodge 1888 718 

Comstook, J. L., etal., Hardy, v. B., C. R. & N. , petition for street crossing. ..18(6 182 

Cordell, J. L., road supervisor, Boone, v. D. M , N. & W., petition for.... 1898 227 

Oorsant, Benjamin, etaL, Bagley, v. C, M. &St. P., petition for 1898 208 

Oorwith, citizensof, v. M. & St. L. t petition for 1886 692 

Crawford, M. A, Giard, v. C, M. & St. P., failure to plank 1897 148 

Creighton, M. C, Madrid, v. C, M. & St. P , overhead street 1901 491 

Davenport, township trustees of, v. C. , R. I. & P , dangerous 19u0 118 

Davis, Geo. W. , mayor of Hastings, v. O. , B. & Q., for flagman at 1892 881 

Davis, L. B., Bridgewater, v. 0., B. &Q., petition for 1894 811 

Dennis, J. B., Traer, v. B., O. R. &N., dangerous 1903 ' 226 

Dicker, F. B. , Correction ville, v. O. & N.-W. , relocation of highway 1891 799 

Dodd, Andrew, Traer, v. B., O. R. AN 1882 628 

Dundee, Arthur Leeof, v. C. G. W., establishment of 1900 208 

Durant, town of, v. C, R. I. & P., warning bell at 1902 260 

Elkport, town of, v. C, M. & St. P., failure to plank 1897 143 

Erickson, Brick, Pickering, v. Iowa Central, cattle guards 190b 288 

Fayette, Joe Fockler of , v. 0., M. & St. P., dangerous 1900 126 

Felton, J. B , supervisor, New Virginia, v. D. M. &K. C. , defective. 1892 789 

Ferguson, W. P., county attorney, Page county, 8henandoah, for board of 

supervisors, v. C. , B. & Q. , petition for highway crossing 1898, 262 ; 1894 172 

Ft. Dodge, city of, v. C. , R. I. A P. and M. & St. L., overhead street 1892 802 

Francis, P. H. , Cedar Rapids, inquiry as to duty of railway company as to grade 1895 196 

Frantz, S. G. , Blaimtown, v. C. & N. -W. , petition for 1894 316 

French, D. A., road supervisor, Rowan, v. B., C. R. & N., petitionfor 1892 864 

Funk, J. H. , Iowa Falls, v. 111. Cent. , dangerous and dark street crossing 1898 69 

Gafford, Joseph, Burlington, v. citizens of Mnrray, dangerous obstruction 1887 687 

Gambell, W. 0., Sigourney, v. 0., R. I. &P., condition of overhead 1908 819 

Graff, N. H. , v. C. &N.-W., dangerous street crossing 1896 128 

Harlan, O. F. Richland, v. C. , M. & St P., condition of undergrade 1908 298 

Haviland, D. A. , Ft. Dodge, v. M. &8t. L. and 111. Cent., dangerous 1886 509 

Hersom, H., Diagonal, v. H. &S., highway 1894 261 

Hill & Hall, Wesley, v. O. R., G. & N. W., street crossing in Titonka 1899 110 

Hillyard, P., New London, v. C, B. & Q„ overhead 1908 241 

Hudnutt.B.E. et al., Camforth v. O. & N.-W 1908 278 

Hunt, C. H. f Shell Rock, v. B., C. R. & N., out of repair 1901 462 

Hutchinson, attorney for Sioux county supervisors, v. C. &N.-W. , undergrade.. 1896 71 

Hutchinson, attorney for Sioux county, near Maurice 1897 69 

Independence township, Jasper county, trustees of, v. W. I. & N., unsafe 1886 543 

Johnson, Hiram, Casey, v. C, R. I & P. , overhead 1908 241 

Johnson, H.Casey, v. C. R. I &P., petition for 1895 165 

Jost, F. J., mayor of Remsen, v. 111. Cent, defective, street 1892 889 

Keep, Fred A., Rock Rapids, v. £., M. & St. Paul, dangerous highway 1884 59$ 

Eendig, B. F., road supervisor, Centervllle, v. Iowa Cent. R'y undergrade 1898 78 

Kincaid, A. W., Mt. Pleasant, v. St. L., K. & N. W., overhead, defective 1889 1066 

Kossuth county, R. A. Lyonsof, v. O. &N.-W 1900 17& 
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Kossuth county, supervisors of , v. C.&N.-W., location of 1901 486 

Kubiih, M. A. , county supervisor. Ft. Madison, v. C. , M . & St. P. , establishment of 1903 273 

Lamoille, trusteesof, v. O.&N.-W., unfit conditions of 1898 170 

Latham, Fred, Ft. Dodge, v. 111. Gent, et al. , obstructing view of 1890 847 

Laubach, H. Goldfield, v. O. & N.-W., highway 1894 254 

Lestina, road supervisors, Froelich, v. O., M. &St. P., overflow of. 1897 119 

Louisa count j, supervisors, v. IowaOent. et aL, undergrade 1896 84 

Long Creek township, Van Wert, v. H. &8., overhead, too low 1897 124 

Luther, C. D. , road supervisor. Marcos, v. III. Cent., grading road crossing.... 1898 245 

Manchester, city of, v. 111. Cent., dangerous 1902 251 

Marshall county, supervisors of v. 0. & N. - W. , petition for new highway crossing 

on relocation of highway 1889 1084 

Marshall county, D. W. Hayneof v. CO. W., repair of 1900 205 

McOarn, 0. A., Princeton, v. D. R. I. & N. W., dangerous 1901 885 

McGregor, city of v. 0. , M. & St . P. , over-crossing on highway 1889 1C09 

McKimpsonL. Thaytr, v. C, B.&Q., petition for 1897 112 

Merritt, George H. Glidden, v. C. &N.-W., refusal to putin 1885 609 

Meyers, N. W., Lamoille, v. C. and N.-W., condition of approaches 1896 169 

Manbeck, 0. T., Berwick, v. D. M., I. F. & N., overhead 1903 247 

Miles J. B. etal., New Boston, v. A. T. &9t. F. , undergrade 1908 802 

Mitchellville, v. C. , R. I. &. P., street across station grounds 1894 858 

Molsberry, M. M.. Clarksville, v. R, C. R. & N., highway crossing 1896 129 

Moon, C. H. Ackworth, v. C, B. & Q. , dangerous approach to 1889 1017 

Moralee, C. Allison v. 0. , St. P. & K. O. , petition for two highways 1891 817 

Mouw, B. etal., Sioux Center, t. 8. C. & N. , dangerous 1896 HO 

Muddy, H. O. Wetter of, v. O. &N.-W., improper conntruction 1900 176 

Murray, citizens of, v. C, B. &Q. , obstruction of view at highway 1886 665 

Nagle, Conrad, supervisors, Odebolt, v. C. &N.-W., defective highway 1892 827 

Neola. v. C, R.I. & P. andC, M. & St. P., overhead street crossings 1892 805 

New Sharon, town of, v. Iowa Central, improper condition of 1908 268 

Nicholas, James, road supervisor, Hamilton township, Iowa county, v. O. , M. & 

St. P., dangerous crossing near highway, Williamsburg 1891 795 

Page county, supervisors of , v. C, B. &Q., jurisdiction of commissions in estab- 
lishing highway crossings 1894 172 

Paul, T. H., Wyoming v. C, M. &8t. P., condition of 1903 296 

Pofflnberger, A., Marshall county, v. C. G. W. R'y, highway 1893 202 

Polk county, citizens of, v. C. , Si. P. &K. C, protest against, dangerous 1887 718 

Portland township, Algona, v. O. &N.-W., petitionfor 1894 261 

Pottawattamie county, citizens of , v. C . . M . & St. P. better approaches to 1892 788 

Pottawattamie county, v. O. &St.L., petition to repair 1898 205 

Pundt, F., Iowa county, v. C..M. & 81. P., petition for 1898, 260; 1894 814 

Raymond, J. O. , Algona, v. B. , C. R. &N., opening of 1897 51 

Raymond, J. C, Algona. v. O. &N.-W., failureto open 1893 71,76 

Raymond & Raymond, Algona, v. B.,C. R&N., at grade . 1898 64 

Redmond, J. M., Cedar Rapids, v. C. & N.-W., electric signalfor 1898 137-188 

Reed, C. A., Menlo, inquiry concerning approaches to highway crossings 1901 609 

Richards, W.R., Owens of , v. 111. Cent, excavation 1900 205 

Rockwell City, incorporated town of, v. D. M. , N. & W. , street crossing 1896 47 

Rogers, F. B., etal., Britt.v. O. M. & St. P., petitionfor 1886 529 

Rogers, H. A., Boone, v. C. &N.-W., petition for 1887 777 

Rolfes, Herman, Neola, v. Ft. D. &C, dangerous 1908 801 

Ruehle, Charles, Ruthven, v. C. R. I. &P., repairs on. drainage, etc 1894 802 

Russell, John W. , et al. , Ellduff, v. Central Iowa, petition for 1S84 527 

Russell, town of. v. C..B. &Q. , establishment of street 1900 204 

sidewalk 1900 157 

Ruthven, citizens of, v. C. , M. & St. P. , over station grounds 1886 561 

Scheib, W. T., Baldwin, v. C. & N.-W., under grade street 1901 505 

Schooler, Peter, Summerset, v. C, R. I. & P., petitionfor highway crossing.... 1886 690 

Shannon, B. S., Jamaica, v. C, M. & St. P., opening of street....*. 1902 270 

Sherricfc, James M., etal., Croton, v. 0., R. I. &P 1906 270 

Simpson, J. H., Rock Valley, v. C, M. & St. P., petitionfor 1895 225 

8prague, J. F. , Russell, v. C , B. & Q. , complaint should show what street 1898 42 



Digitized by LjOOQ IC 



INDEX. 399 

Crossings, Highway— Continued— Year Page 
Petitions for, Complaints Concerning— Continued. 

Steamboat Rook, citizens of, v. Iowa Central, street crossing at grade 1896 82 

Storm Lake, city of, v. Minn. &St. Louis, opening of street 1902 280 

Supervisors of Story count j v. D. M. , I. F &N., proper construction of 1902 272 

Thomas, A. D. , Fredericksburg, v. O G. W. , across station grounds 1898 156 

Thrap, F. J., Coin, v. O. & St. L., improper condition of 1902 242 

Titonka, on C. R., G. &N.-W., opening street in 1899 110 

Tomiinson, I. H . , Albia, v. Iowa Central, et al. , condition of 1903 299 

Turner, John, Supervisor, Lenox, v. C, B. &Q., petition for 1892 825 

Tyler, Samuel, Des Moines, v. O. , R. I. & P 1903 257 

Union township, Boone county, trustees of, v. M. &St. L., defective 1886 584 

Vincent, Leon, etal , Ft Dodge, v. D. & S. O. (111. Cent.), overhead 1898 148 

Walnut township, trustees of, v. C. , R. I. & P. , overhead 1899 64 

Wall Lake township trustees v. 0. & N.-W. , bridge over stream 1900 141 

Wall Lake township trustees v. 111. Cent. , overhead 1900 216 

Waverly, near, on 0. G. W. , out of repair 1901 526 

Wells, L. , township clerk, Mallard, v. C . , R. I . & P. , petition for 1892 801 

Wickersham, F. G. , Capron, v. O. G. W. , dangerous 1902 229 

t Wilson, N. B., Linn Junction, v. 0., M. &St. P, dangerous 1908 229 

Woodford, S. C, road supervisor, Clay, v. Iowa Cent., petition for 1895 148 

Wulff, H. J., county supervisor, Davenport, v. C, R. I. & P. relocation of .... It 02 246 

Yates, William, Glidden, v. O. &N.-W., petition for and cattle guard 1884 568 

Zenor, W. H., road supervisor, Ontario, v. O. &N.-W., petitionfor 1894 320 

-Crossing at Station Grounds— see Obstruction; also, Crossings, Highway. 
Crossings Blockade By Trains— see Obstructing Streets. 
"Crossing, Street— Blockaded with Trains— see Obstruction. 
•Crossing Stops— 

Adel, citizens of, v. D. M. & Ft. D. , failure to let passengers off 1882 558 

Altoona, citizens of, v. C. , R. I. &P. , failure to stop at intersection 1894 181 

Bennett, L. D. Mason City, v. B., C. R. &N., failure to stop 1892 855 

Boyd, J. I., Herndon. v. C, M. & St. P., failure to atop 1884 695 

Carr, O. W., etal, Dow City, v. C. &N.-W., failure to stop at Arion 1894 330 

Doughty, B. F., and C. W. Carr, Dow City, v. C. &N.-W., failure to stop 1894 330 

Dunsmore, N., Rockwell, v. Central Iowa, failure to stop 1882 529 

Foster, W. J., Clarksville, v. B., G. R. & N. R'y, failure to stop 1884 646 

Requirement concerning stopping of trains at 1884 85 

Crossing Railroad— 

Adequate, should be defined by legislative enactment 1892 29 

At grade, dangerous 1892 28 

At grade, disoussed 1888, 23; 1899 11 

At grade, laws of various states concerning 1887 711 

Connection at grade 1884 79 

Crossing over railroad, what constitutes ' 'an adequate crossing" 1898 23 

Intersecting 1884 78 

Requirements concerning stopping of trains at 1884 85 

Complaints Concerning— 

C., F. M. &D. M. R. R Co. v. C, B. & Q. and St. L., K & N. W., petition for 

grade 1890 926 

C. & N. -W. R'y Co v. S. C. & N. , protest against grade at Maurice 1889 1014 

C, R. I. &?. R'y Co. v. 0., St. P. &K. C, at grade 1887 785 

C, R. I. & P. R'y Co.. v. F. M. & D. M. , at grade at Libertyville 1892 743 

C, R. I. & Pacific v. D. I. D. R. R. Co., in Muscatine county 1888 829 

Humeeton & Shen. R. R. Co. v. 0., St. P. &K.C, at grade 1887 709 

III. Cent. andCed. Falls & Minn. v. Waverly Short Line, et al, at grade 1886 „ 576 

111. Cent. R'dCo. v. C, M. & St. P., at Storm Lake 1899 101 

111. Cent. R'dCo. v. C., M. & St. P., at Arion 1899 102 

Lake Manawa, R'y Co. v. C. , R. I. & P. , et al. , at grade in city 1887 739 

Law requiring discussed 1884 85 

Mason City & Ft. Dodge R. R. Co. v. Crooked Creek R'y Co. , at grade 1887 782 

Sutherland and Paullina, citizens of, v. C. & N. - W. , et al. , at grade 1887 754 

Webster City & 0. O. R. R. Co. v. M. C. & Ft. D., arbitration 1886 698 601 

Cullom Investigation Committee from United Slates Senate 1885 23 
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DAMAGES to Property when shipped at owner's risk, company not liable when 

less rate is given in consideration of such release 1830 878 

—see also Owner's RUk. 
Damages Resulting from Failure to Receive Cars for Shipments— see Failure 

to FurnUh Cars. 
Damages prom Fire Set ht Engine— see also Fires Set by Engine. 

Damages— 

Allee, 8. R. t Lynnville, v. Iowa Cent., delay in handling ponltry 1811 769 

Ashburn, J. M., Lamoni, v. C. , B. &Q., delay in furnishing car for stock 1889 980 

Axman, John, Dedham, v. C, M. & St. P., neglect of stock in transit 1881 1049 

Ayers&Co., Des Moines, v. 0. , R. I. &P. , goods broken interstate. .... 1882 415 

Bubcock, G. E., Ft. Dodge, v. D. M. & Ft. D., for right of way 1885, 613; 1886 , 628 

Bangs, A. A., Dows, v. C, St. P., M. &O. and C. &N.-W., delay in transit 1891 ' 775 

Bazeley, B. Paullina, v. C. & N. - W. , claims for additional right of way . ' 1887 702 

Beach, A. B. f Patterson ville, v. C, M. & St. P., delay of agricultural implements. 1884 508 

Beck, M. , Marcns, v. 111. Cent. , butter, lack of refrigerator car 1893 202 

Beeson, R. B., Pattersonville, v. B., 0. R &N. etal., delay of live stock 1888 728 

Benedict, George, Maxwell, v. C, M. & St. P., to goods in transit 1882 668 

Block, M., Des Moines, v. C. &N.-W., delay in forwarding sample trunk 1892 853 

Bond, N. J, , Council Bluffs, v. Wabash, failure to furnish cars . . 1882 451 

Bousquet, H. F., Pella, v. 0., R I. &P., to goods in transit 1882 536 

Brodsky, L. , Plover, v. C , R. I. & P. , to hay in transit on account of delay 1889 1080 

Brown, G. H. f Pilot Mound, v. M. &St. L., failure to fence ... 1884 499 

Brown, H. 0., Dumont, v. C. G. W ., live stock killed in transit, claim for 1888 207 

Brown! W. R, Wallingford, v. C, M. &St. P. R'y, delay of livestock 1888 687 

Bulla & Hammer, Macedonia, v.C, M. & St. P., delay in delivery 1888 620 

Butz Bros. & Co. , Des Moines, v. C. , B, & Q. , delay of fruit in transit 1886 491 

Campbell, Daniel, Blencoe, v. 8. C &P. and C. &N.-W., owner's risk . 1882 465 

Cassady & Whitney, Whiting, v. 0. & N. -W. , death of hogs in transit 1887 765 

Childs, H. A., Lenox, v. C, B. &Q., to poods in transit 1887 762 

Cfcapin, W. E , Des Moines, v. C, R. *. & P , carried past station 1887 759 

Chantland, Thomas. Badger, v. C, R. I. &P., delay of livestock 1885 531 

Clark, Rev. 8. F., Nassau, v. B., C. R. &N., ejectment from train 1887 696 

Currier, J. P., Melrose, v. 0., B. &Q., delay of grain in transit 1883 5S7 

Cutler & Lindon, Rockford, v. B., C R. &N.. delay in transit 1883 6€5 

Doyle, Charles T., Panora v. C. & N.-W., delay of household goods 1883 633 

Duffus & Currough, Malcolm, v. C, R. I. & P., goods broken in transit 1891 789 

Earle, W. C. , Waukon, v. C. , M. & St. P. , delay in handling live stock 1883 719 

Eaton, M. W. , Waukon, v. C. , M. & St. P. , delay of live stock in transit 1886 55S 

Eaton' M. W., v. C, M. & St. P., to live stock in transit 1887 741 

Flanders, M. D , Hamilton, v. C. , B. & Q. , breakage of machinery in transit 1889 1044 

Glover, H. B. &Co., Dubuque, v. B., C. R. & N., delay in shipping goods 1883 692 

Goodwin, Mrs. P., Traer, v. C, R. I. &P., dtlay and detention of baggage 1883 645 

Hall, James, Milo, v. C. , B. & Q. , burning of hedge by section men 1883 653 

Hanger, J., etal., 8ac City, v. C. &N.-W., changing grade of sidetrack 1890 923 

Hanna, J. Q., Goldfleld, v. C. & N -W., violation of right of way contract 1882 422 

Harris, H. W., Perry, v. D. M. & Ft. D., stock killed on highway crossing 1883 694 

Haskins, A. N., Estherville, v. B,, 0. R &N., Are from locomotive 1883 541 

Heizer, M. & Son, Waukon, v. C. , M. & St. P. , damage to goods in transit 1892 83S 

Hexter, David, Waukon, v. C. , M. & St. P. , perishable freight 1892 85T 

Hoeck C H , Marshalltown, v. Wabash R'y Co. , private claim 1889 1082 

Hoefer, L., Kearney, Neb., v. C, R I. &P. andU. P 1888 731 

Hoffman, M. P., Redding, v. C, & &Q., live stock died in transit 1884 504 

Hornaday, C. A., Unionville, v. C, R. I. &P., failure to deliver freight 1882 481 

Hughey ASon, Wirt, v. H. & S. R. R. Co., lack of refrigerator car 1884 567 

Hull J B Ft. Dodge, v. C. &N.-W., negligence and damage 1881 137 

Humphrey, J. M., Lovilla, v W., St. L. & P., to live stock at highway 1887 697 

Hutton & Durette, Randolph, v. C , B. & Q. , to stock in transit 1882 421 

Jesmer & Day Clark, v, C, M. & St. P., delay in forwarding merchandise 1884 584 

Johnson, 8. e!, Richland, v. Central Iowa and C, R. I. &P., to eggs 1884 54S 

Johnson W. F., Toledo, v. B., C. R. &N., delay and decline in price 1886 654 
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Kline, Bennett, Manson, v. 111. Cent., to coal thrown from car 1896 144 

Leech, J. F. , Mt. Pleasant, concerning contract of release from liability from 

damage by fire 1897 155 

Major, C. V., with Omaha Rubber Co., v. C, B. &Q., delay of baggage 1S91 787 

Maple. E. B.. Clarinda, v. C, B. & Q., from fire by lightning 1881 560 

Marshall & Son, CharitoD,.v. C, B. &Q., to butter, delay in transit 1882 497 

Matthews, William R., Sully, v. Central Iowa, right of way damages 1887 763 

McCosky, J. K. , Onawa, v. S. C. &P., to stove pipe from water 1884 599 

McCracken, C. 8 , Rock Valley, v. Adams Ex. Co , to books in transit 1892 853 

McNaughton, M. N. , Villisca, v. C, B. &Q., stock drowned by back water 1887 766 

Mende, S. K. , Rockwell City, v. C. &N.-W., erroneous delivery of goods 1892 853 

Melrose, N. .M., Goldfleld, v. C. &N.-W., failure to deliver at station 1884 560 

Miley, Eli, Benton, v. C G W.. injury to stoc* in transit 1893 233 

Moiling, Frank, Milwaukee, v. B., C. R. & N., to goods in transit Ih96 84 

Nickson, John. Wacousta, v. C. &N.-W., to stock in transit 1883 574 

Raff, Peter, Maxwell, v. C, M. & St. P., to goods in transit 18h3 5K0t 

Reid, Chas., We^sington, Dak., v B., C R. &N., for personal injury 1883 679 

Riche, W. S., Muscatine, v. B., C. R. &N., delay of melons in transit 1882 418 

Riehe, W. S., Muscatine, v. B., C. R. &N., erroneous delivery of oats 1884 .%7 

Robinson, William, Ft. Dodge, v. 111. Ceat., damages to potatoes in transit 1889 1069 

Royce, L., Malcolm, v. C, R. 1. &P.. damage to machinery in transit 188* 885 

Runyon, A. G., Webster City, v B., C. R. & N. , expiration of excursion ticket... 18*5 5P5 

Shanks & Coats, West Mitchell, v. C. , a & Q. et al. , to perishable goods 18S3 550 

Shanks & Coats, West Mitchell, v. Central Iowa, to goods in transit, refusal of 

carriers to comply with board's decision 18 ** 8® 

Fhepard Bro*. , Fruitland, v. C. , R. I. & P. , delay in forwarding melons 1889 1031 

Sibley & Co. , State Center, v. C & N. - W. , to eggs frozen in transit 1889 1080 

Smith, C W., Belmond, v. M. C. & Ft. D., snow drifting in car of oats 1888 072 

Snow, E. , Grinnell, v. C. , R. I. & P. , to goods in transit 1884 511 

Stevens, Charles, Donnelson, v. C.,R. I. & P. andC, B. &Q , potatoes frozen .. . 1892 851 

Sylvester & Topliff, Davis City, v. C. , B. & Q. , goods lost and broken 1892 831 

Tucker & Simms, Bussey, v. C, B. & Q. , to goods in transit 1890 138 

Vorse, Frank W., Des Moines, v. Wabash. St. L. &P., goods lost 1883 692 

Walton, Charles, Paton, v. C, R. I. &P», to merchandise in transit 188S 716 

Walton, Charles, Paton, v. C. R. I. &P., for injury to goods in transit 1890 874 

Watson, J. A., Roscoe, Kan., v. C , M. & St. P., on account of delay in transit.. .. 1883 e56 

Way & Pickard, Cedar Falls, v. B. , C. R. & N. , from failure to furnish cars 1883 559 

Wilber & Cook, Mt. Ayr, v H & S , erroneous billing, shipment missent 1889 1037 

Williams, V.J. & Co. , Dubuque, v C. & N.-W., to goois in transit 1883 628 

Wilson, J. F„ Jolly, v. D. M., N. & W., fire set by section men 1897 150 

Windell, W. S. , Castalia, v. C. , M. & St. P. , carried past station 1892 882 

Wishard, W. H., Wellman, v. B., C. R. &N., to goods in transit 1898 67 

Withington, H. H., Toledo, v. B., C. R. & N. and C. & N.-W , to livestock 1888 541 

Woodman, A. J., Russell, v. C, B. &Q-, to sheet iron by water 1881 568 

Woren, H. A., Belknap, v. C, R. I. &P., in handling butter 1884 686 

Dangbrouh Crossing, Electric Signals at— see Electric Signals. 

Dangerous Location of Dtpor— see Obstruction to View of Highway Crossing. 

Davenport, Shippers op, Complaint op on Rates— See Hates. 

Decrease or Rate*— see Rates. 

Definition or Switch— see Switch. 

Delay in Transit— .-ee Damages. 

Barfoot, G., Ayrshire, v. C, R I. &P 1908 277 

Blanch, John S., Nugent, v. 111. Cent., in delivering goods. 1886 522 

Brodsky, L. , Plover, v. C. , R. I . & P , damage to hay on account of delay 1889 1080 

Butz Bro*. & Co , Des Moines, v. C. , B. & Q. , delay in fruit shipments 1883 491 

Cameron, W W. , Mason City, v. Central Iowa et aL , damages to live stock 1888 734 

Campbell & Mehlman, Massena, v. C , B. &Q., in handling loaded cars 1889 1016 

Campbell, F. M., Randolph, v. , B. &Q 1900 162 

Casey &Dolan, Griswold, v. C, B. &Q., in shipment of livestock 1887 782 

Coad, N. G. O., Hull, v. 0., M & St . P. , in oil shipments 1896 114 

Evans, A. &Co., Onawa, v. K. C, St. J. & C. B , household goods 1886 481 

Gillette A. H., Fort Madison, v. C. & N.-W. et al., of household goods 1889 1048 
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Great Western Fuel Co. , Gilmore, v. C. & N. -W. , on shipment of coal 1887 691 

Hancock, John T. & Sons, Dubuque, v. B., C. R. & N., of merchandise In transit. 1880 109 

Hancock, JohnT., Dubuque, v. B., 0. B. & N. , delay in transit 1884 621 

Hobart, O. A. , Defiance, v. C. , M. & 3t. P. , coal 1900 175 

Judge, J. T., Carroll, v. O., M. & St P. , of tent in transit 1896 160 

Kettey, J. W. & Son, Osceola, v. C, B. &Q., in handling coal ..*..: 1885 513 

Kiron & McKay, Waucoma, v. C, 8. P & K. C. and C, M. & Sc. P., flour 1892 855 

Light, H. O. & Co. , Brooklyn, v. C, R. I. &P 1903 278 

Lucey, John J., Jr., Breda, v. C. & N.-W., damage on account of 1902 242 

McAuley Lumber Co. . Osceola, v. 0., B. &Q., in coal shipment 1903 277 

McOonnell, S. R. & I. C, Burlington, v. C , R. I. & P., delay transporting and 

delivering goods 1892 851 

McDonald, T. B. , Lovilla, v. Wabash Western, in delivery of goods 1888 716 

Moody, H. H., Greeley, v. C, M. & St. P., on account of strike 1888 707 

O'Neal, Felix & Co. , Aurelia, v. 111. Cent , in transit 1884 678 

Pattee, Charles, Pocahontas, v. C, R. I. &P., in coal shipment 1903 289 

Pierce & Glass, Winfleld, v. B. & N.-W., in shipment of tile 1899 90 

Roberts, Virgil, Knoxvllle, v. C ., B. &Q., nursery stock 19C0 191 

Rhodes, A., Rhodes, v. C , M. & 8t. P., in receiving butter 1898 74 

Sanford, W. H., Amber, v. C, M. & St. P., in handling merchandise 1892 798 

Schnepf, M. , Bast Elk port, v. C. , M. & St. P. , in handling freight 1899 73 

Shepard Bros. , Fruitland, v. C. , R . I. & P., in transporting melons 1889 1031 

Spies & Son, Graettlnger, v. B , C. R. &N., declining stock market 1892 865 

Southall, Wm. & Sons, Pierson, v. C. &N.-W 1903 277 

Toft, K , Estherville, v. C. & N. • W., damage to live stock on account of 1888 750 

Tube Rose Creamery, Coming, v. C. , B. & Q , of butter in transit. . . l!*88 786 

Whitmer, F. R. & Sons, Mingo, v. C, St. P. & K. C, in handling goods 1892 849 

Deliver, What Constitutes 1885 555 

Demurrage— 

Bebbington, George, Council Bluff*, v. , time allowed for loading 1892 843 

Brown, W. 8., Manson, v. 111. Cent., charges 1899 120 

Butler, William, Clarinda, v. Wabash, loadin g cars from wagons 1888 711 

Campbell & Mehimam, Massena, v. C, B. & Q , delay in forwarding freight 1889 1017 

Cars loaded from wagons, same rat* s as when loaded from elevators 1884 526 

Cedar Rapids Supply Co. v. C, B. & Q 1903 296 

Discussion of 1888 676 

Hoffman, A. <i., Plato, v. B., C. R. &N., reciprocity in demur ra:e charges 1898 283 

Kline, Bennett, Manson, v. 111. Cent., time tor unloading cars 1893 144 

Lefferts, C. 8., Council Bluffs, inquiry concerning 1895 228 

Montzheimer, O. H , Primghar, v. 111. Cent., inquiries concerning 1898 234 

Pickering, J. C. , Cedar Ripids, inquiry concernirg 1899 114 

Red Oak, trustee* of, v. C. , B. & Q. , time for loading and unloading cars 1882 554 

Rothchild, O. &Co., Davenport, v. C. & N.-W., on cars detained 1887 783 

Slagle, F M. & Co , Alton, v. 111. Cent., car of coal 1903 288 

Southside Ice Company, Centerville, time allowed for unloading cars 1898 51 

Tasker. K. S., Onslow, v. C. &N.-W., on erroneous weight 1895 182 

Depot Grounds— Additional Lands for— Power of company to condemn 1884 86 

Depot rounds— Condemning Lands for— see Condemnation Proceeding*. 

Depots, Etc., Dangerous Location of— see Stations; al«o Obstruction to view of 
Highway Crossing. 

Depots, Union— see Union Depots. 
Relocation of —see Station . 

Detention— s«e Damages. 

Det, Peter A., commissioner, paper on reasonable rates 1893 40a 

Dissenting opinion of, in Iowa rate case 1894 229 

Paper on pooling 1898 363 

Direct Route, most, shipper entitled to rates based on 1892 841 

DlSCRIM INATION— 

In ratts — pee Rates. 
In furnishing cars— see Failure to Furnish Cars. 
In granting sites— see Sites. 
In granting monopoly of shippinj? facilities against public policy— see Monopoly. 

In inspection of butter and egg shipments 1898 234 

Against towns in rates * J885 44 

Laws against, obeyed in letter, violated inspirit 1878 16 

In use of private cars ]89i 80 

Just and unjust— see also Just Discrimination 1880, 179; 1884 75 
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Law prohibiting 1888 31 

In passenger rates 1891 759 

Discussion of, by L. S. Coffin 1883 88 

Complaints Concerning— 

Adsit, Silas, Colfax v. C, R. I. &P., in refusing to stamp excursion tickets 1885 571 

Ames M. Y., Marcus, v 111. Cent., in size of cars furnished 1888 618 

Anderson, T. Rockford, 111., v. C, M. & St. P., jewelry sample trunks 1885 541 

Arnold, J. M., Davis Ciry, v. C, B. &Q., in rates on posts 1888 731 

Atkins A Sons, Osceola, v. C, B. &Q., in furnishing cars 1881 127 

Baker Bros., Ottumwa, v. C , R I. &P., special rates on butter and eggs 1880 74 

Baker Wire Co , Dee Moines, various railways, in carload rates 1887 714 

Bail&Minert, Bristow, v. Dubuque & Dakota, in live stock rates 1085 511 

Barrett, J. E., & S >n, Mt. Vernon, v. C. &N.-W., in rates on flour 1888 482 

Beeman, C. D., Waukon, v. C , M. & St. P., interstate in rates . 1897 98 

Bellamy & Sons, Knoxville, v. various railway lines, in rates 1882 493 

Bingham, Alliance, v. Wabash, against shippers who load from wagons 1884 «2$ 

Binkley, H. E., Cherokee, v. I1L Cent., potato rates 1903 258 

Blow, M., Estherville, v. B. , C. R. & N. refusal to lease site for coal shed 1888 497 

Board of Trade and Henry Coker, Council Bluffs, v. C , R. I. &P., coal 1888 834 

Bogart, George, Shenandoah, v. C , R. I. &P., in honoring round trip tickets.. .. 1890 989 

Brechtbiil & Byers, Berlin, v. C, St. P. &K. C. t cars for certain markets 1890 932 

Burlington, shippers of, v. B., C. R. &N., in local Iowa rates 1890 869 

Bussard, J. &Co., Imogene, v. Wabash, St. L. &P., in coal rates 1884 497 

Butler, William, Clarinda, v. Wabash, on grain when loaded from wagons 1883 711 

Byram, M. W. , Fremont, v. Iowa Cent. , in sale of round trip tickets 1891 727 

Campbell, F. R., Bismarck, v. C, M. &St. P., in sale of excursion tickets ..1892 849 

Clark & Shute, Geneva, v. Iowa Cent. , in coal rates, schedule fixed . . . 1880 28 

Coal Exchange, Boone, v. C. &N.-W., in coal rates 18S4 559 

Coal Exchange, Boone, v. C. &N.-W., in rates on coal and overcharge 1884 539 

Corey Coal Co. , Lehigh, v. Crooked Creek R'd, in furnishing cars 1898 18 

Council Bluffs Board of Trade v. K. C, St. J. & C. B. and Pullman Palace Car Co. , 

in sleeping car accommodations 1888 702 

•Council Bluffs, citizens of, v. Union Pacific, against Council Bluffs 1888 530 

Council Bluffs Board of Trade v. various lines, in inspection service. 18SSI 977 

Crystal Mill Co. , Council Bluffs, v. pool lines, in classifying flour 1883 703 

Crystal Mill Co. , Council Bluffs, in flour rates 18>?3 715 

Oyj-tal Mill & Grain Co. , Council Bluffs v. C. , R. I. & P. et al. , in coal rates . 1898 185 

Davenport, shippers of, v. B., C. R. & N. and C, R. I. &P., against local and in 

favor of interstate shipments, in withdrawing and refusing joint tariffs on local 

business while permitting same on interstate business ; in delaying local shipments 

by compelling rebilling at West Liber y, and forwarding interstate shipments in 

. special car attached to passenger train 1889 1023,1087 

TMamond Jo line of steamers, v. C, B. &Q., in prepayment of charges 18S9 1074,1077 

Donahue, Robert, Burlington, v. Cent. Iowa, prepayment of freight 1884 550 

Tudley, W.,Churdan, v. D. M. N. &W., in freight rates 1899 83 

Dunwoodie, Jos., Cylinder, v. C, M. & St. P., in refusing to stop trains 1891 739 

Dusey, H., etal. , Ores' on, v. C, B» & Q. R. R. Co., refusal to carry mechanic's 

tool box as baggage 1885 513 

Earle, W. C, Waukon, v. C, M. &St. P. andB., C. R. & N. , stock rates 1888 508 

Farley, J. M., Whittemore, v. C, M. & St P., in furnishing cars 1898 44 

Feiner Fish Co. , Clinton, v. express companies, in regulations 1901 615 

Fonda Implement Co. v. D M. N. & W., in short haul rates 1898 187 

FowlerCo., The, Waterloo, v. 111. Cent., in rates on apples 1888 484 

Frazier & Ballou, Primghar, v. D. &S. C. (III. Cent), in furnishing cars , 1890 940 

Fritz & Douglass, Waverly, v. 111. Cent, et al. , in not applying commissioners' 

schedule of rates 18S9 1082 

Gaily, W. H. , Zearing, v. Cent. Iowa, cars loaded from wagons 1885 573 

Gray, M. J., Ledyard, v. C. &N.-W. in shipment of hay 1895 188 

Green, J. A., et al., Stone City, v. C, M. & St. P., in requiring shippers to pro- 
tect cars for stone shipment* at private expense 1892 880 

Oronwoldt, Wm , Nashville, v. C. &N.-W., in passenger fare 1901 511 

Hackmen of Sioux City v. all railways, in omnibus privilege* 1890 881 
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Hale, George H., Washington, v. C, R. I. &P., in grain rates 1887 726 

Hallack, W. B., Winthrop, v. 111. Cent , in rates on live stock 18S9 1050 

Hanner, J. R. A., Delmar, v. C, M. & St. P., la passenger fares 1896 112 

Harmon," A. B., Havelock, v, C. &N -W., in rates 1888 745 

Harrison, C. Emery, Davenport, v. C, R. I. & P. et al., in through interstate 

rates 1908 284 

Hayes, Michael, Washington, v. C, R. I. &P., in distribution of cars 1882 489 

Hill, JohnN., Fort Dodge, v. M. & St. L., in freight i at es 1882 557 

Hise Bros. , Washington, v. C, R. I. &P., refrigerator cars 1886 668 

Hodges, N. W., Storm Lake, v. 111. Cent., in sidetrack privileges and site 1890 887 

Hummer Co., George, Iowa City, v. B., C. R. & N., in classification 1880 153 

Huntington, William, Calmus, v. C. & N.W., in coal rates 1888 60S 

Independence Mill Co., v. 111. Cent, and C, M. & St. P., on wheat and flour 1882 413,444 

Iowa Flour and Oil Co., Des Moines, v. U;, R I. &P., in flour rates 1888 694 

Iowa State Jobbers and Mfrs. Assn., v. Iowa trunk lines, in rates 1885 535 

Irwin, Phillips & Co., Keokuk, v. D. M & Ft. D., in merchandise rates 1880 71 

Jameson, G. O., Clarion, v. M C & Ft. D., in rates on grain, coal, etc 1888 713 

Jansen, Anton, Haverhill, v. CM. & St P., in furnishing shipping fnciliti«j 1888 828 

Jerome, F. H., Villisca, v. C , B &Q., in corn rate-? 1882 445 

Johnson, J., Huxley, v. C, M. & St P., incorn rates 1887 681 

Eanau, Sprenkle, Imogene, v. Wabash, incornrates 1883 704 

Keeler, A., Imogene, v. C, B. & H. L, in rate* on post* 1886 582 

Keokuk & D. M. R'y Co. v. D. M. & Ft. D. R. R Co., in forwarding cars 1878 5 

Knowles, W. F., James, v. C , St. P., M. dfcO., in sale of tickets 1898 138 

Larrabee, Gov. William, v. C, B. &Q., in coal rates 1887 624,670 

Leese & Long, Crawfordsvillo, v. B. &N.-W., rates on lumber 1881 126 

Lighthall, B., Alden, v. 111. Cent, in rates 1852 564 

Long, G. I., Manson, v. C, R I. & P., in grain rates to Chicago 18*« 1098 

Maiden, T. E., etal., Manson, v. Ill Cent. R. R. Co., in lumber rates 1883 611 

McCallsburg, citizens of, v. Cent. Iowa, in elevator privileges 1885 . 574 

McNutt, H. S., Algona, v. C , M. & 8t. P., in furnishing cars 1891 826 

Merrill & Co. , Ottumwa, v. Cent Iowa, in rates ]&si 134 

Merrill, J. H & Co.. Ottumwa, v. K. &W., in freight charges 1888 789 

Merrill & Keeney, Des Moines, v. C &N.-W., in car load rates 1883 678 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Anderson 18S3 683 

Mooncy & Jones, St. Anthony, v. Cent. Iowa, in coal rates 1884 510 

Nye, J. P., E-wex, v. C, B & Q. R R. Co., incorn rates 1883 724 

Nonpareil Printing Co v. Various Linos, in newspaper privileges 1892 857 

Parker, 8 F. , Eastville, v. O . & N. -W. , in rates— minimum charge 1882 457 

Pioneer Implement Co., Council Bluff •«, v. C , R. I. &P., in freight rates 1903 327 

Pritchard & Skewis, Inwood, v. C, M. & St. P., in lumber rates 183$ 704 

Rand Lumber Co. , Burlington, v. C. , B. & Q. , in rates 1882 550 

Rod Oak, township trustees of, et al., v. C. , B. & Q. , in rates and rebates . . 1882 554 

Red Oak, township trust e»»s of, et al. , v. C. , B. & Q. , against small shippers 1882 554 

Riley, W. H., Crawfordsville, v. B. & N. -W. , in rates on lumber 1880 147 

Roberts, C. L., Grinnell, v. C, R. I. & P. in sidetrack facilities 1889 1027 

Rosa, Albert, Waukon, v. C, M. & St. P., incorn rates to Chicago 1882 484 

Saucer, W. H., Ackley, v. I1L Cent., in rates on marble 1883 689 

Schell, F. J., Breda, v. C. &N.-W., in furnishing cars 1891 828 

Shaver & Dows, Cedar Rapids, v. Joint Western Classification, crackers 1883 659 

Shepherd & Carpenter, Iowa City, v. C, R. I. & P. and B., C. R. & N., in rates to 

non-competing points v 1883 687 

Shinnon, Thos., Rolfe, v. C, R. I. &P., in stock rates to Chicago 1898 79 

Shorthill, A. B. Co., Mar halltown, v. Eastern R'y Lines, in shipments of coke.... 1903 279 

Smith & Boynton, Spencer, v. 0., M. 8t. P., in coal rates 1885 634 

Smith Bro?., Waterloo, v. B., C. R. &N., in hard coal rates 1888 676 

Smith, J. N., Fairfield, v. C, B. &Q . in size of cars, etc 1883 647 

Spencer Bros., Randolph, v. C, B. & Q. , in rates and overcharge 1882 540 

Stateof Iowa, by Governor Larrabee, in coal rates 1887 624,670 

Steer, William M. , West Branch, v. B. , C. R. & N. , on coal and mileage ticket ... 1884 657 

Stevenson, C. B., Rockwell City v D. M. N. & W., in passenger fares 1896 188 

Sullivan, J. W., etaL, Algona, v. C. & N -W., in sale of excursion tickets 1892 847 

Taylor, J. C, Des Moines, v. C, B. &Q., in freight rates 1882 531 

Toledo, Peoria & Western R'y v. B., C. R. &N., in bridge privileges 1878 88 
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Complaints Concertino- Continued. Year Page 

Toralinson, R. B. &Co., Cedar Rapids, v. III. Cent., 1, 003-mile tickets 1882 486 

lowns >nd «fc Merrill Co., Cedar Falls, v. C. &N.-W., in coal rates 1902 289 

Vincent. J. F., Union Stock Yards, Des Moines, v. C., R. I. & P., in switching 

charges, etc 1836, 105; 1901 888 

Voss&Son, BollPiaine, v. C. &N.-W., in interstate rates 1901 49J 

Way & Packard, Cedar Falls, v. B., C. R & N., in allowing damages 1883 659 

Wells, W. W., Webster City, v. W. C. & S. W., in coal rate* and site 1889 1045 

Westphal, Hinds & Co., Dubuque, v. B , C. R. &N., in classification 1881 125 

White &Klin<\ Meriden, v. Ill, Cent., in furnishing cars 1896 148 

Williams, E. D., Given, v. Cent. Iowa, in distribution of cars 1881 126 

Williams, OtorgeT., IdaGrove, v. C. &N.-W., in rates 1834 581 

Wilson, JohnL., West Liberty, v. C, R. I. P., rebates 1885 504 

Winkler, J. W., Woodward, v. C, M. & St. P., grain and live stock 18-3 706 

York, Joseph, Ztnorsville, v. C, & N.-W., in coal rates 1888 669 

DiSTftiBUTJON op Cabs— 

Equitable rule for in time of scarcity 1888,719; 1880, 996; 1892 827 

Consolidation Coal Co. v. Cent. Iowa.... 1878 28 

Howard &Son, Oskaloosa, v. Cent. Iowa, discrimination in 1881 180 

Johnson, T. N., Reasoner, v. C, R. I. & P. discrimination in 1881 181 

Ditch— 

Oillis, J. R., Mt Pleasant, v. St. L., K. & N. W., improper location of 1901 471 

Di version of Business— see also Freight. 

Clow, W. D., Traer, v. B, C. R. &N., of freight 1885 681 

Mflott, E. H., Ogden, t. C. &N.-W., discrimination in 1881 141 

Norman, citizens of, v. M. & St. L., building sidetrack 1887 686 

Read, W.H., Vinton. ▼. B., O. R. & N., of grain 1886 491 

Stocher, J. W., Logan, v. C. &N.-W., discrimination in 1881 127 

Division Headquarters— 

Carton R. B., et al., Moulton, v. O., B. &Q., removal of 1908 274 

Division or Ratbs to Short Lines— see Percentages and 8hort Lines. 

Division and Percentages in Pools— see Pooling. 

Dodoe, Gen. G. M., 4 "Railroad situation in the West" 1888 80 

Drainage— see also Obstruction and over/low. 

Duty of railway company in relation thereto 1884 86 

In relation to railroad crossings 1887 786 

Dubuque & Dakota Railroad, history of 1879 108 

Dubuque, Shippers or, Complaint* on Rates— see Hates. 

"Dynamite, Explosion or, at Council Blum*— see Explosion. 

EARNINGS. 

Average per mile under Granger tariff 1878 62 

Of branch lines 1889 1005 

Of fictitious capital and miles of road built therefrom, table of 1891 96, 87 

Discussed in letter of W. G. Purdy, vice-president C , R. I. & P. R'y Co 1889 8 

In excess of 6 per cent on $30, 000 per mile, 1874 to 1888 1891 86,37 

Increase over previous year 1880 160 

Increase under commissioners' rates— see Bates. 

In Iowa, difficulty of obtaining satisfactory information concerning 1889 7 

In Iowa, 18^7-1891, compared 1891 16 

Compared .' % 1900, 8; 1901 7 

per mile greater than in Nebraska 1894 189 

Comparative table in J owa, 1887 to 1894, inclusive 1894 214 

comparative table 1878-1899, inclusive 1899 6 

decrease of state and interstate in 18?4, compared with 18.3 1894 215 

decrease not chargeable to effect of Iowa schedule 1894 216 

decrease of on account of crop failure and business depression 1895 iv 

Losses in, from low rates at competitive points must be made up at non-competing 

stations 1882 48 

Under commissioners' rates 1891 18 

ICrrKCT or Commissioners' Rates on Iowa Roads— see Rates, Freight. 
.Ejection rROM Train— 

Clark, Rev. S. F , Nassau, v. &, C. R. &N., wrongful 1887 676 

Marron, J. P., Jackson Jet., v. C, M. & St. P., wrongful 1899 57 
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Ejection From Train— Continued. Year Pac«> 

Ovrpn, Olof , Sioux Rapids, v. C. & N. -W. , failure to purchase ticket lftfll 7S0 

Potter, John, Lynnville, v. C., R I. &P., wrongful 18T0 898 

Electricity— 

Electric railways 1901 G 

Possibility of electricity superseding steam as motive power 1891 25 

Signal, electHc, at dangerous crossing 1892, 806; 1833 137 

Elevation op Railroads— see Topographical Discussion. 

Elevator— 

Right of company to order removal of when obstructing view of crossing 188ft 566 

Capacity of, inquiry concerning 1839 87 

Elevator Sites— see Sites. 

Elevator, Forced Removal of— see Site. 

Eminent Domain, Power or, in Condemning Depot Grounds— «ee Condemnation 
J*r acceding s. 

Employes— 

Comparative table for years 1899, 12:1000, 9; 1P01 S 

Decrease in nnmber of , aecount of crop failure 1895 ir 

Hours of service of , should be limited by statute 1891 IS 

Insufficient number of, on train 1908 269- 

Numberof 1879 50, 131 

Number and compensation of, decrease in lbi>4 compared witu 1 WJ. 1894 215,216 

Not chargeable to effect of Iowa schedule 1894 216 

Reduction of number in, discussed ,1891 17 

Train, conduct of on C. O. W 1903 283 

Wright, Irvin V. , Corning, v. O , B. & Q. , insufficient number of on trains 1903 269> 

Employes and Salaries in Iowa, comparative table of 

1892, 13, 14;1893, 9,1894, 216;1900. 9; 1901 8 

In Iowa 1892 18, 14 

Enoise, condition of. postal clerk « v. Iowa Cent, improper condition of engine 1903 313 

Engines, Increased Capacity or 1898 4, 5 

Engineers— 

Creston, citizens of, v. C. . B. & Q., employed on account of strike 1887 78T 

Engineers* Ftrikr— see Strikes. 

English commissioner system 1878 £7 

Equalized Rates— see Bates. 

Equtpmfnt- 
Carriers must anticipate and provide sufficient for ordinary business, but not for 

unexpected or extraordinary demands 1892 7«t 

What constitutes adequate 1891 839 

Co c T of— see Cost. 

Refusal of Company to Send Off Its own Line— see Refusal to Receive and 
Forward Freiaht; also Fnihire to Furnish Cars 

Error** by Aoekts t^ Quotikg Rates; Liability of Carriers for— see Liability. 

Establishment of Stations— see Stations. 

Excfss Baggage CHARGES- see Raqage Charges. 

Excessive Capitalization— see Capitalization and Watered Stock. 

Excessive Expri-ss Chargf.s— Fee Express Charges. 

Excessive Rat t s— see Rates. 

Excessive Hours for Train Men*. 
Ogilvle. C. G., Mu^eatine, v. C, R. I. & P 1897 Tfr 

Exclusive Use of Station Grounds, must not be granted to one person 1890 89S-89& 

Excursion Rates— see Rates. 

Excursion Tickfts— 

Adsit. Silas Colfax, v C. , R. I. & P , refusal to stamp excursion tickets 1885 571 

Canfleld, Lee, Benson, v. 111. Cent., failure to sell as advertised 1900 165- 

Von Rolf, Th , West Union, v. B., 0. R. &N., failure to honor 1895 200 

Rightsof holders of, after limitation has expired 1885 5(& 

Expenses— 

Reductionof, recommended 1889 10- 

Compared 1899, 6; 1900 & 

Decrease in 1804 compared with 1893 1894 215- 

not chargeable to effect of Iowa schedule 1894 2M- 
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Expenses of Commission— Year I-age 

Special fund should be set apart for this purpo o 1879 6 

Explosion— of dynamite in Council Bluffs 1841 89 

Explosives, Dangerous— 

Bo-quet. H. P., Pella, v. C. t R. I. & P., refusal of company to carry 1834 264 

Express Companies— 

Law concerning express rates 1893, 5; 18C7, 5; 1838 8 

I A ve stock contracts of Ib07 5 

Express Com p antes, Complaints Concerning— 

Felner Fish Co. , Clinton, v. Adams Express Co. , discrimination in regulations 1901 615 

Freeman, F. M., Davis City, v. Express Co., overcharge, dogs 1892 854 

Furry, A. R. , Alden, v. Adams Express Co., rates based on shortest route 1832 811 

Hopkinton, Abandonment of, byU. S. Express Co.. complaint of C. E. Mecriam... 1901 499 

Joseph, J. M. Creston, v. American Express Co. , excessive on pig 1890 • 981 

Joseph, J. M. , Creston, v. American Express Co. , request for reopening case 1891 808 

Knowles, W. F., James, v. American Expre-s Co., excessive 1891 771 

Lambing, W. W., West Liberty, v. U. S. Express Co., regulations concerning ship- 
ment of live hogs 1898 96 

McCracken, Rev. C. 8., Rock Valley, v. Adams Express Co. , damage to books 1892 858 

McKone, M., et al., Brooklyn, v. U. S. Express Co., petition for free delivery..... 1901 834 

Extra Baggage Charges— Bee Baggage. 

Extra charge for special train to carry freight 1887 782 

Extra Fare for Failure to Purchase Ticket— see Passenger Fare. 

FACILITIES FOR DOING BUSINESS AT STATIONS-see also Stations 1895 xxlx 

Facilities Increased— on railroads for handling business 1891 25 

Failure to furnish Cars— 

Achorn, C. E., Sutherland, v. C. &N.-W., for certain market 1892 858 

Achorn, C. E., Sutherland, v. C. &N.-W., failure to forward foreign cars 1898 78 

Advance Alliance No . 415, Kirkman, v . C . & N. - W. , for shipment of coal 1890 943 

Akron Milling Co. v. C, M. & St. P., for grain 1899 122 

Ashburn, J. M., Lamoni, v. C, B. &Q., damage for delay in furnishing 1889 989 

Ayers, James E., Sioux City, v. C. &N.-W., for grain 1902 200 

Bacon, W., Greenfield, v. C, B. &Q., for hay shipments 1887 807 

Baker, J. C, Emmetaburg, v. C, M. & St. P. railway, for coal 1881 142 

Band, N. J., Council Bluffs, v. Wabash, for corn.... ?882 451 

Bennett, J. E. O., Britt, v. M. & St. L., for general shipments 1887 806 

Benson, George, eta!, Muscatine, v. C, R. I. &P , for vegetables 1887 758 

Bergman, H., McGregor, v. C. . M. & St. P ; , for shipments of ice 1892 883 

Bertels, Ben. Algona, v. Iowa Cent. , for produce 1902 250 

Blake & Collman, Eldon, v. C, R. I. &P., for lumber and wood 1901 527 

Breazeale, J. A., Centerville, v. Wabash, for shipments of coal 1883. 668 

Brewer. E. 0. &Co., Stanhope, v. C, R I. &P.. grain 1901 488 

orodsky, Plover, v. C..R. 1. &P., for hay t-hlpments 18*7 80d 

Brown, W. 8., Manson, v. 111. Cent 1903 283 

Brown, G. H. &Co., Armstrong, v. B., O. R. &N., for hav 1895 179 

B*own, M. &Son, Whittemore, v. C, M. & St. P., for shipment of hay 1887 791 

Brown, W. S., Manson, v. III. Central, for coal 1900 148 

Bruning&Son, Breda, v. C. &N -W., forshipment of potatoes 1892 848 

Bruning Bros., Breda, v. C, & N.-W., for grain shipments.... 1892, 810; 1898, 58, 92; lb9J 66 

Butler, Geo. I. &Co., KnoxviUe, v. C, B. &Q., for coal 1880 141 

Butler, W.E., etal., Galva, v. C. &N.-W., for shipments of grain Ih87 798 

Butts, F. M., Wesley, v. B., C. R. &N., for coal 1887 806 

Canavan, John, Paton, v. C, R. I. & P. for shipping corn 1889 998 

Carpenter, D. J. , Beloit v. C. , M. & St. P. for grain shipments 1891, 812 ; 1892 866 

13U3, 251 ; 1895 212 

Cathcart Bros, etal., Kingsley, v. C. &N.-W,, for grain shipment 1887 795 

Cathcart Bros. , Kingsley, v. C. & k \.-W., at noncompetitive points 1888 720 

Chapman, H G., Sioux City, v. C, M. & St. P., for baled hay 1892 759 

Club, William, What Cheer, v. B., C. R. &N., for coal 1880 128 

For general discussion of —see also Coal Problem. 1880 571 

Corcoran, P.. Postville, v. C, M. & St. P., damages on account of 1888 727 

Corey, George W., etal., v. Crooked Creek hailroad Co., for coal 1801 833 
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Failure to Fursirh Caih— Continued— 

Corey Coal Co. , Lehigh, v. M. C. & Ft. D , for shipment of coal 

Corey Coal Co. , Lehigh, v. M. C. & Ft. D. and 111. Cent., for coal shipments 

Corey Coal Co., Lehigh, v. 111. Cent., for coal 1896, 74; 

Corey Coal Co. , Lehigh, v. Crooked Creek 

Corkhill, T. B., Jr., Minburn, v. C,, R. I. &P., damages from delay 

Crylie, Robert, Glidden, v. C. &N.-W., for loading stock 

Darby Block Coal Co. , Darbyville, v. C, M. & St. P., for coal 

Davenport Syrup Refining Co. , Adair, v. C.,R. I. &P, for grain 

Des Moines Linseed Oil Works v. B., C. R. &N., for flaxseed 

Dickey W. H., Centervilie, v. C. , R. I. & P. , for coal 

Donahoe, F. A., Haveloek, v. C. &N.-W., for hay shipments 

Dorr Cattle Co. , Des Moines, v. D. M., N. & \V. f for slop feed 

Dreyer, H., Aplington, v 111. Central, giain 

Edmonds, E. J., Marcus, v. 111. Central, for grain shipments 1896, 141 ; 

Elgin Canning Co. , Elgin, v. B., C. R. & N. etal., for shipments to St. Paul 

Ellsworth, O. W., Keokuk, v. St. L. , K. & N. W., for ice. 

Farmers' Alliance, C'xra Rapids, v. C , M. & St. P., for shipments of coal 

Fields & Slaughter Co. , Akron, v. C, M. &St. P., for grain 

Fockler, P. H , Independence, v. III. Cent., for hay shipments 

Frazer & Ballou, Primghar, v. D. &S. C. (111. Cent.), for shipment of grain 

Feenstra, T.,Otley, v. C, R. I. &P., for coal 

Galbraith, Edw., Webb, v. C, M. & St. P., for hay. 

Garlock, W. E., etal., Gilmore v. C, R. I. &P., for hay shipments 

General complaint concerning. 

Globe Coal Co., Des Moines, v. Iowa Cent., for coal shipments 

Gray, M. J. Ledyard, v. C. &N.-W., hay . 

Graybill, D. R. Massena, v. C. , B. & Q. , for track loading 

Green, J. A., et. al., Stone City, v. C. , M. & St. P., for stone shipments unless 

protected by shipper at private expense 

Green, J. C. S. t Aurelia, v. 111. Cent., for grain shipments 

Haddock, Wm. J., Iowa City, v. B, C R &N.,forcoal 

Hambleton Milling Co., Keokuk, v. C„ R I. &P.,for grain 

Hanna, H. W., Audubon, v. C , R. I. &P., for coal shipments 

Harrison, Geo., Etnmetsburg, v. C, M. & St P., for coal. 

Hastings, mayor and council of, v. C. , B. & Q 

Hayes, Michael, Washington, v. C, R. I & P. 

Hay ton & Pearson, Pierson, v. C. & N -W , grain 

Hershey Lumber Co. etal., Muscatine, v. C, R. T. & P 

HickeyBros , Aapinwall, v. C, M. & St. P., for grain shipments 

Holcorab, T. B , etal., Muscatine., v. B , C. R. & N. etal., for melons 

Hughey & Son, Wirt, v. H. & S. R. R., refrigerator cars 

IowaFuelCo., Des Moines, v. C, St. P. &K C, for coal shipments 

Johnson Bros . , Rippey, v. C, R. I. &P., for corn 

Jordon, W. E., Bancroft, v. C. &N.-W., for grain shipments 

Keystone Coal Co. , Rippey, v. D. M. & Ft. D. f for coal 

Klemme, H. J. andJ., Alexander, v. Iowa Cent., for coal 

I^key, N. Haverhill, v. C, M. & St P., for corn 

Larson & Eggum, Thompson, v. B , C R. &N., for grain 

Ltdyard, citizens of, v. C. & N.-W. , grain 

Leverton, J. W., Abbott, v. Iowa Cent., grain 

Lewis, Wm., Macedonia, v. C. B. &Q., for damages 

Marion Coal Co , v C, R, I. & P. , for shipment of coal 

Marshall & Son, Chariton, v. C, B. & Q , failure to run refrigerator cars 

MaBon, David, Harlan, v. C, M. & St. P., for shipment of hay 

Medbury & Darnell, Hornick, v. C, M. & St. P., grain 

Meyers, S. C , Kingsley, v. C. &N.-W 

Miller. H E. , S anwoorl, v. O. , M. & 8t. P. , for stone 

McNutt, H. S. Algona. v. 0., M. & St P., discrimination in 

Moberlv, I. N. , Humphrey, Mo., v. 111. Cent., for cattle 

Morris, J. B. , Hornick. v. C. , M. & St. P. , for hay 

Moyers, J. A. , Luthe, v. O. , M. & St. P. , for grain 

Muscatine Melon Shippers v. C. , R. I. & P. , for melons 

Nicholas, .lames, Williamsburg, v. C , B & Q. et al 

Olson, B. & Co., SweaCity, v. B., C. R. & N., grain 



Year Pago 



1900 
901 

888 
888 
808 
95 
894 
.88') 

1887 

.898 
1901 
1897 
1892 
901 
892 
902 
887 
890 
901 
900 
887 



174 
493 
721 

ess 

93 
219 
257 
5 
793 

84 
497 
145 
729 
508 
845 
254 
805 
940 
499 
219 
804 



889 791,810 
896 154 
> 168 
900 160 



890 



1887 

1831 

880 

832 



1884 
.888 
899 
.887 
.881 
898 
1901 
901 
902 
900 



884 
1892 
902 
903 
902 
891 
896 
900 
900 
896 
1903 



951 
581 
234 
802 
143 

39 
489 

92 
762 
850 
761 
564 
718 
113 
800 
185 

90 
501 
473 
251 
161 
524 
857 
597 
513 
263 
279 
249 
826 

67. 
213 
137 
213 
286 
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JFatlttiie TO Furnish Cars— Con tinned Year Page 

O'Neal, Felix, etal., Aurelia, v. 111. Cent, for grain, etc 1887 805 

Patterson,. A. L., Owego, v. C, M. & St. P., for wheat 1899 ' 1H 

Pearson & Hayton, Anthon, v 111. Coni., grain 1001 494 

Petersmeyer Bro*., Odebolt, v. C. & N -W. , refusal to furnish for oats to Kansas 

City '. 1901 519 

Pierson, shippers of, v. C. & N. -W. , for grain shipments 1887 795 

Prairie City Produce Co., v. C , R. I &P. f forpotatoes 1901 489 

Price, W. M., Ellsworth, v. C. & N.-W 1902 270 

Priest & Stocker, Carroll, v. C. & N.-W., for shipment of live stock 1886, 499, 526-527 

Ranks, O. D., Irvington, v. C. AN. -W., for hay 1900 141 

Ranks & Sterzbach, Redmon, v. B , C R. & N., for hay shipments 1898 224 

Ranks & St erzbach, Redmon, v. C. &N.-W., cars off its own line 1892 848 

Reams, Warren, Defiance, v. C, M. & St. P., for grain 1898 91 

Reilev, Thoma<?, Blencoe, v. S. C. &P., for hay to Sioux City 1895 228 

Reinhart, C. B., Farnhamville. v. C. & N.-W . for track loading 19C0 179 

Riley, J, W., Defiance, v. C, M. & St. P , for potatoes 1*99 124 

Riley, J. W., Defiance, v. C, M. & St. P., potatoes 11XJ2 803 

Ri-ley, A., etal., Rockwell City, v. D. M. & N. W., for hay shipments 1887 8,4 

Rohik, H., Rock Rapids, v. B , C. R & N , for barley 1901 525 

Rothschild & Co , Davenport, v CAN -W., for patrons 18S7 783 

Rothschild, D , Muscatine, v. III. Cent., for shipments of barley 1881 126 

Rumohe, Fred, Inwood, v. C.,M. & St. P. , for barley l r 03 824 

Rusher, B. F. , Linnburg, v. O. & N.-W. , for sand 1908 SOT 

Russell & Co , Silver City, v. Wabash, for shipment of corn 1883 583 

Smd Mound Melon Co., Fruitland, v. O , R. I & P. , for melons 1893 897 

Schafnit, G. F. , Moscow, v. C , R. I. & P , for ear corn 1899 77 

Schell, F. J , Breda, v. C. & N.-W , discrimination in distribution of 1891 828 

Seibold, G. W., Danbury, v. O. & N.-W., for grain 1902 260 

Seuffert, L., Burlington, v. C, St. P. &K. 0., failure and d^lay in. 1891 768 

Seymour, T 8., Miltord, v. C, M. & St. P., for hay shipments 1847 793 

Shaffer, A. A., Rhodes, v.O., M. & St P 1903 285 

Stogie, F. M. &Oo., Alton, v. C, M. & St. P. 1908 284 

Slifer, M.. Dedham, v. C, M. & St. P 1902 263 

8iew, W. C, Walnut, v. O., R. I. & P., refusal to furnish f >r grain 1901 525 

Smith Brothers Coal Oo. , Exline, v. C, B. & K. C 1903 282 

Smith, B. F.. Wellman, v. C, R. I. & P. 1903 585 

8mith, E. J. & Sons, foorth English, v. O. , M. & St. P. , for drain tile 1903 252 

Stevenson. W H., Hamburg, v. K. O., St. J. & O. B., corn 1902 2 8 

Snyder, M., Cleghorn, v. 111. Cent., grain 1901 495 

Southail, Wm. & Sons, Pierson, v. C. &N.-W., grain 1893, 92; 1899, 68; 1902 257 

Spencer, city and citizens of, v. C . , M . & St. P. , appeal for coal cars 1881 189 

Spurgeon, J. B., Adel, v. C, M. & St. P., for corn 1901 52) 

Steckel, W. J., Bloomfleld, v. C, R. I. & P., at Paris Station 1903 823 

Stephens, E. H. & Co., Ledyard, v. C. & N.-W., for grain .1901 528 

St ought on, T. S , Pierson, v. C. & N.-W. , must be distributed equitably 1892 826 

SweaCity, Citizens of, v. C, R. I. &P 1908 284 

Teed, O. E., Monon*, v. C , M. &St. P., for household goods 1901 519 

Thompson & Knutson, Wadena, v. C, M & St. P., forwoxl 1902 268 

Townsend, LeMars, v. III. Cent., for lumber 1883 615 

Townsend, D. W., Cherokee, v. III. Cent. v .. A . 1902 287 

TuttleBros. , Whitemore, v. O. M. & St. P., for shipment of hay 1887 791 

Way & Packard, Cedar Falls, v. & , C. R. & Northern, damage by reason of 1888 559 

Way land- Wright Grain Co.. Kansas City, v. C. & N.-W., for grain 1902 *52 

Wayne, E. M., Woolstock, v.O. & N.-W., for grain 1895 280 

Wedge wood & Co. , Storm Lake, v. 1 11. Cent. , grain for Minneapolis 1898 85 

Wells, A. A. , Emmetsburg, v. C. , M. & St. P. , coal 1881 144 

Weston, Wm., Anita, v. C. , R. I. &P, loading cars from wagon 1899 U8 

White, Slay ton, Beloit, Kan., v. C , R I. & P., etal., for stock 1887 703 

White, Geo. C, Nevada, v. C. &N.-W., for grain 1899 121 

Whittaker, Robert, Dallas Center, v. Wabash et al 1903 290 

Williams, Richard, IdaGrove, v. C. &N.-W., for livestock 1888 698 

Wright, M. M. , Churdan, v. C. , M. & St. P., for corn 1902 261 
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Failure to Furnish Cars— Continued. Year Page 

Yoau*, a W. Glidden, v. O. &N.-W., f^r live stock 18SS «U 

Resolution of Twenty-second General Assembly, directing action for relief 1887 799 

Failfre to Furnish Oars for Certain Markets— see Right* of Shippers, 

Failure to Stop at Railroad Crossing— *ee Crossing Stops. 

Failure to Purchase Ticket— Extra Fare Mat be Collected— see Passenger 
tare. 

Failure to Stop Passenger Trails— see Passenger Trains. 

Failure of Companies to Report— see Report 

Failure to Operate Road— see Abandonment of Road. 

Failure to Stop at Crossing— see Crossing Slop. 

Farm Crossings— see Crossings, Farm. 

Fast Trains in Cities— see Speed of Trains. 

Fast Trains, Petition to Stop at Small Stations / a Train Service. 
* 'Feeders"— see Local Lines. 

Fencing— 

Law suggested 1888 18 

Liability of carriers in chso of failure to fence 1884 499 

Provisions of law in relation to 1888 1» 

Railroads' need of fencing 18*3 91 

R commendations concerning 1884 27 

Should right of way fences be hog tight? 1898 78 

Complaints Concerning— 

Adams, J. Q.. Spencer, v. C, M. & St P., failure to fenco 1885 501 

Buckley, Phillip, Patterson vi lie, v. C, M. & St. P., failure to fence 1886 569 

burns, Thomas, Breda, v. C. &N.-W., failure to fence 1885 526 

BuKon, R. B., Partersonville, v. C, M. & 8t. P., failure to fence 1885 567 

Burns, Thomas Breda, v. C & N.-W., failure to fence 18*5 526 

Carpenter, O. W., Dedham, v. C, M. & St. P., failure to repair 1891 745 

Clever, M. G. and Irwin, J. M., v. C, B. &Q., failure to fence 1884 561 

Curtis, T. J., Fonda, v. 111. Cent., fencing track 1884 531 

Damewood, E. C, Coin, v. O. & St. L., condition of right of way 1902 245- 

i Gal.entine, D. M. , VanCleve, v. Iowa Cent., righfof way 1902 272 

Gallentine, D. M. , Van Cleve, v. Iowa Cent 1903 254 

Gardner, John M., Leon, v. D. M. O. & S. , fencing and cattle guards 1884 549- 

Gatton, Russell, Moscow, v. C, R. I. &P.. bad condition of 1894 324 

Gray, James, Ira, v. C. G. W. , stock yards 1898 82 

Barshbarger, W. A., Oakland Mills, v. 8. L. K. &N. W., failure to build 1892 841 

Baugh, A. B., Newton, v. N. & N. W., failure to fence 1903 829 

Henderson, C. H., Coin, v. Wabash, right of way 1902 301 

Howe, B. A., Bridgewater, v. C„ B. &Q., relocation of fence 1892 824 

Hughes, R. M. and Hunn, H., Boone, v M & St. L., failure to build 18*4 557 

Ingersoll, M. J., Bdgewood, v. 0., M. & St. P., failure to fence 1884 548 

Lange, Adams, Froelich, v. C, M. & St. P., hog-tight fence 1896 188 

Lewis, M. M. , Coin, v. O. & St. L. , condition of 1900 203 

Lockwood, J. C, Greene, v. B., O. R. &N., failure 1897 107 

Love, Mrs. B., Shenandoah, v. O. & St. L. ( , condition of right of way 19t2 246- 

McDowell, Palmer, etal , Angus, v. M. &St. L. R'y Co., failure to build 1885 554 

McGee, H., Martinsburg, v. B. & W., failure 1897 133 

Mens, George, Comanche, etal., v. B., C. R. &N., petition for 1898 223- 

Meyer, A. F., Boyer, v. 111. Cent., failure to fence 1900 187 

Miller, H. V., Patterson vi lie, v. C, M. & St. P., failure to fenco 1835 660 

Nicol, Bert, David, v. W. & W., fencing s'ation grounds 1895 208 

Olsen, JohnR., Thor, v. C.&N.-W., faiura to fence 1884 516 

Ourheim, J. L., Thor, v. C & N.-W., failure to fence 1884 546 

Parsons Bros. , Luray, v. C. G. W., condition of 1900 212 

Porter, W. 8., Orient, v. 0., B. & Q., right of way 1898 69 

Price, E. T., Winfield, v. B. & W., failure to fence 1885 530 

Render, Max H. , Gladbrook, v. W., I. &N., failure to fence . 1886 5P1 

Ringland, G. S., Ft. Dodge, v. Crooked Creek, failure to fence 1895 160 
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Complaints Concerning— Continued. Year Page 

Shellhammer, C. , Beulah, v. C, M. & St. P., failure to repair .'. ... 1301 791 

Simmons, A. R., East Pe u, inquiry concerning hog-tight fence 1898 78 

Smull, John, Wick, v. D. M., O. &8 , failure to fence 1886 656 

Stouffer, G. H., State Center, v. iowaOent , condition of right of way fence 1908 294 

Tabor, Edwin 8., Newton, v. N. & N. W., failure to fence 1903 829 

TibbetK D. D. etal., Ogden, v. C, Ft. M. & D. M. t petition for 1892 827 

Tuttle, L. M., Van Cleve, v. IowaCent 1908 252 

Wakeman, M. A., Otho, v. M. &. St. L., to connect with cattle guards 1887 716 

Waldorf, C , H idson, 8. D., y. C , M. & St. P., failure to fence 1892 83i 

White, S. J, Plymouth, v. C , M & Sc. P., maintenance of 1884 65> 

Willik^en, O. W., Thor, v. C. & N.-W., failure to build 1884 514 

Firb Set by Engines— see, also, Damages. 

Liability of carriers, exemption by contract, supreme court's opinion 1895 xxr v 

Complaints Concerning— 

Barslow, P. M., Burt, v. C. &N.-W., fire from engine 1885 510 

Bradley, C. J., Gowrie, y. O. , R. I. & P., property destroyed by fire 1889 1083 

Bridge, A. M., Goldfield, v. B., C. R. &N.. to hay 1887 682 

Brunskill, D., Hawarden, v. C, M. & St. P., damage to crops 1889 1068 

Butts, L. A., Russell, v. C , B. & Q., firesetout by engine . 18b6 597 

Deming, 0., Brush Creek, v. C, M. & St P., fire from engine 1886 611 

Enfi Id, James, Herndon, v. C. , M. & St. P. , to house from fire by engine 1884 534 

Erickson, E. B., Huxley, v. C, M. & St. P.. fire set by engine 18>7 790 

Guthrie, I. N.. Newton, v. C, R I & P.. fire set bv engine 1883 1003 

Hasking, A. N. , r stherville, v. B. , C. R. & N. , fire from locomotive 1888 541 

Leigh, A. 0., Latimer, v. C. G. W., meadow burned 1908 23i 

MoNamara, Martin. Grafton, v. C, M. & St. P., fire from locomotive 1881 522 

Nevin, O. H., Parkersburg, v. I, C. R'dCo., to meadow 1898 79 

Riechers, J. C, Point Lookout, Utah, v. C. & N -W., damage 1899 73 

Ring, S. E., Mapleton, v. C. & N.-W., meadow and fence destroyed 1900 190 

Roy, Peter, Tara, v. D. M. &Ft. D. R'dCo., fire set by engine 1885 603 

Scarls, D. D., Sloan, v. S. a &P., fire set by engine, 1887 725 

Stevens, C. B., Donnelson, .v. C, B. & K. 0., fence destroyed 1888 687 

Tartsch, William, Paton, v. C. R. I. & P., damage to hay 1890 935 

Travis, S. N., Peru, v. 0.. St. P. & K. C, damage* resulting from 1892 79£ 

Wertz, J. J., Russell, v. C, B. & Q., fire on meadow set by engine 1886 607 

Floods, losses by in Iowa 1891 17 

Forwarding Cars— see Refusal to Receive and Forward Freight. 

Free Transport atton— see Transportation; also Rates. 

Freight Cabs— see Cars. 

Freight Charges, per ton, per mile * 1880 172 

Freight Charges Guaranteed -see Charges Prepaid or Guaranteed. 

Freight Charges, prepayment demanded, insolvency of connecting line 1878 15 

—see, also, Charges. 

Freight, Classification of— see Classification 1885 54 

Freight, Diversion of— see Diversion of Freight. 

Freight, Prepaymfnts— see, also, Charges. 

Donahue, Robert, Burlington, v. Cent. Iowa, prepayment of 1S84 553 

Freight— Refusal to Deliver— 

Dow & Mercer, McVeigh, v. Ft. Mad. &N.-W., wrongful withholding 1834 500 

Melrose; N. M., Goldfield, v. C &N.-W., failure to di liver at station 1884 SCO- 
Freight Trains, Stopping of at Platforms— see Stnppina Trains at Platform. 

Freight Trains Carrying Passengers— see Train Service. 

Fuel, Appropriation of by Carriers— see Appropriation of Coal. 
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Year Page 

GON*}, electric, for crossing— see Electric Signals 1833 137 
Government Control or ownership of railroads 1891 23 

Governok's Questions for Reports— see Reports. 

Grades, Reduction or 1S98 4 

GRADE Cro^sinop, Farm— see Crossings, Farm. 

Grade Crossings, Highways or Streets -see Crossings, Highway. 

Grade Crossing, Railroad— see Crossings, Railroad. 

<Js rain for Seed, reduced rates for 1892 838 

Graiv House, Sites for— see Sites. 

■Granger Law, and tariff, workings of discussed 1878, Appendix cxi; 1873 5i 

Granger Law, discussion of 1885 34 

Granger Movement in the West, history of, by Spencer Smith 1889 21 

Granger Tariff, Earnings Under— see Earnings. 

Great Britain, Railroad Commissioners of— see Commissioners. 

HACKS and Omnibuses, Privileges of at Station— see Omnibus Privileges and 
Discrimination. 

hay Rat ks, petition of D. M.N. & W., for advance in 1893 ICG 

Heating of Cars— see Warming Cars. 

Height of platforms at stations 1889 1071 

Hepburn committee report 1880 174-181 

Highway, The, and the railway Jb81 79 

Highways, establishment of, commissioners no authority over ... 1892 820 

Highway, relocation, expense of crossing must be borne by railroad company 1880 1005 

Keep, F. A., Beioit, v. C M. & St. P., by relocation of track 18S5 561 

History of Iowa railroads 1879, 88 ; 1880, 239 ; 1890 173 

History of the Railroad Question in Iowa— see Railroad Quettion. 
Hotel Patronage, Soli, itation of— see Omnibus Privileges. 

IMPROVEMENTS of roads and rolling stock 1S91, 4; 1893 9 

Incompetent Engineers— see Engineers. 
Inorease of Earnings Under Commissioners' Rates— see Rates. 
Injunction, B., C. R. &N., in Joint RatiS— see Joint Rates. 
Injunction— see Rates and Joints Rates. 

Injunction, by Judges Brewer and Fairall, v. Schedule of 1888 1888 83 

Injuries to Persons— see Personal Injuries and Accidents. 

Insolvency of Connecting Lines, prepayment demanded 1878 13 

Inspection of Railroads in Iowa 1898 7 

Inspection Service— 

Baker Bros', and Samuel Li 1 burn Co. , Ottumwa, butter and egg shipments 1893 281 

Council Bluffs Board of Trade v. C. , R. I. & P and C &N.-W 1889 £77 

Insufficient Passenger Train 8ERvicE-see Train Service. 

Interlocking Switches, advisability of their adoption discussed 1889 18 

Adoption of in Iowa 1807 6 

Discussion of 1898 5 

List of In Iowa 1899, 10; 1900, 5; 1901 5 

Ackley, crossing of 111. Cent and Iowa Cent . 1900 94 

Albia, crossing of Wabash and C, B. & Q .....^ 1900 97 

Ames. C. &N.-W. and Ames & Coll 1901 183 

Arion, erossngof C, M. & St. P., III. Cent, and C. & N -W 1900 10 

Arion, crossing of, O., M. & St. P., O. &N.-W. and 111. Central 1903 202 

B-lknap, 0\ R. I. & P. and Wabash 1897 86 

Carbon, M. C. & Ft. D. and 111. Cent ' 1001 18 

Cambridge, crossing of C, M. & St. P., D, M. , I. F. & N and Newton and N. W. 1903 201,208 

Capron, crossing of C, M. & St. P. and Iowa Central 1903 205 
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Interlocking Switches - Continued. 

Year Page* 

Carnforth, crossingof C. &N.-W. andC., R. I. &P 18!>8 4S 

Cedar Falls, crossing of 111. Cent, and B., 0. R. & N 1900 92 

Centerville, crossing of K. & W. andC, R. I. & P 1898 30 

Cone, crossing of C, R. I. & P. andC, M. & St. P 1902 216 

Corwith, M. &St. L. and Iowa Cent v 1901 180 

Davenport, C. , R. I. & P. and B., C. R. & N 1807, 40; 1838, 6; 1901 81 

Denison, C. &N.-W. and 111. Cent. 1901 186 

DeWitt,C. &N.-WandC.,M. & St. P h 1901 130 

Dumont, crossing of O. & N.-W. and C. G. W 1900 loo- ' 

Elberon, crossing of O. & N. -Wand 0., M. & St. P 1900 go 

Estherville, crossing of M. & St. L. and B., C. R. & N 1900 93, 9 f > 

Fairfield, C, R. I. & P. and 0., B & Q ... 1897 47 

Fonda, crossing of C, M. & St. P. and 111. Cent 1900 99 

Ft. Madison, drawbridge of A., T. & S. Fe R'y 1999 87 

Gladbrook, crossing of C. &N.-W. and C. G. W 1902 211 

Grand junction, 0. &N.-W. andC, R. I. & P 1901 187 

Green Island, crossing of G, M. & St. P. and.C. , M. & St. Paul 1902 211 

Greenville, M. &St. L. andG. & N.-W 1901, 182; 19J2 215 

Hampton, crossing of C. G. W. and Iowa Central 19)2 2lo 

Hartley. C, M. & St. Paul and G. & N.-W 1901 isi 

Harfield or Ilawley, M. & St. L. and B , C. R. & N 1901 ISO 

Hicks, crossing of C. &N.-W and C. G. W 1903 203. 

Hinton, crossing of D. & S. C. and 8. C. & N 1900 90 

Herndon, crossing of C. Mj» & St. P. with branch line of same company 1900 9a 

Independence, crossing of 111. Cent, and B., C. R. & N 1900 91 

Iowa Falls, crossing of 111. Cent, and B., C. R. & N 1900 92 

Iowa Falls, crowing of C. , R. I. AP. and 111. Central 1903 203 

Jefferson, C. & N.-W. andC, M. &St. P 1901 186 

Keithsburg, drawbridge, Iowa Central 1903 209 

Lake Mills, crossing of C. &N.-W. and M. & St. L 1900 96 

Laurens, crossing of, C. & N.-W and Gow. &N.W 1900 5 

Laurens, crossing of C. & N.-W. and C. & N.-W 1902 210 

Libertyville, C, R. I. & P. and , Ft. M. & D. M 1897 85 

Linby, crossing of C. , M. &. St. P. and 0. , B. & Q 1903 208 

Lohrville, crossing, M. C. & Ft. D., C. & N.-W. and C. , M & St. P 1903 207 

Malvern, crossing of C. , B. & Q. and O. & St. L 1898 82 

Manly, crossing, C. G. W. andC, R. I. & P 1903 205 

Manson, 111. Cent, and Gow. & N. W 1901 184 

Marathon, crossing of C. &N.-W. and C. t M. & St. P 1900 93 

Marshalltown, crossing of C. G. W. and C. & N. -W 1902 218,214 

Mason City, crossing of C. & N.-W. and Iowa Cent 1900 95 

Mason City, crossing of C. & N.-W. and M. C. &C. L 1900 P5 

Mason City, crossingof C. &N.-W. and M. C. & Ft. D 1902 212 

Mclntire, crossing of C. G. W. and Winona & Western 1900 97 

Melbourne, crossing of C. G. W. and Iowa Cent 1898 82 

Moorland, crossingof M. C. & Ft. D. andC, R.I. &P 1903 206 

Moravia, crossingof Wabash and C, M. & St. P 1902 218 

Moulton, Wabash and C, B. & K. C 1901 184 

Neola, 0., R. I. & P. andC, M. & St. P. ^ 1897 47 

New Hampton, C, M. & St. P. and C. G. W 1901 181 

Ogden, 0. &N.-W. and M. & St. L 1901 183 

Ottumwa, C, R. I. &P.andC, B. &Q 1897, 45, 1899 88 

Paralta, C, M. & St. P. andC, M. & St. P 1901 185 

Reinbeck, crossingof C. & N.-W. andC. G. W 1900 99 

Rockwell City, crossing of 111. Cent, and C, M. & St. P 1900 98 
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Rowan, crossing O. Q. W.andtheB., O. R. AN. R'y Co 1903 202 

Sabula, drawbridge on C. , M. & St. P. over Miss. River.... 190U 91 

Sabula, drawbridge on 0. , M. & <*t. P 1903 201 

Sargent's Bluffs, crossing of O. & N.-W. andO., M. & St. P 1902 212 

Seymour, crossing of O. , M. & St. P. and C, R.I. &P 1896 47 

Sibley, 0., St. P. M. & O. andB. O. R. & N 1901 185 

Somers, crossing C, R. I. & P. and M. O. & Ft. D 1908 206 

Spencer, 0., M. & St. P. and M. & St. L 1901 181 

Tama, crossing of O. , M. &St. P. and C. &N.-W 1900, 98; 1901 187 

Ute, crossing of O. & N.-W. and O., M. &St. P 1900 94 

Washington, crossingof O., M. & St. P. andC, R. I. &P 1908 204 

Webster City, O. & N.-W. and 111. Cent.. 1901 188 

Webb, crossing of O., M. & St. P. and C. & N.-W 1902 214 

Wheatland, crossingof C. &N.-W. andC, M. & St. P 1900 101 

Intersections, Failure to Stop at— *ee Crossing Stops. 

Interstae Commeroe L.AW, VIOLATION or— see Rates. 

Interstate Commerce— see also State Commerce. 

Application for suspension of long and short haul clause 1887 714 

Committee on, from United States senate 1886 82 

Desirability of establishment of interstate commerce commission 1882 49 

Discussion of 1882 42 

Discussion of, Int erstate Commerce Railway association 1890 24 

Interstate commerce law, violation of 1888 698 

Interstate and state commerce, discussion of 1396 86 

Interstate commerce law anticipated *. 188*3 35 

Its nature discussed in supreme court's decision 1892 38, 8ft 

Lawof 1878 1878 66 

Law regulating, discussed by the board 1887 81 

Powers of the state in reference to 1887, 60; 1894 16 

Reagan bill 1882 42 

Rates on, necessity for elasticity in 1882 46 

Resolution of Twentieth General Assembly, asking congressional action 1884 86 

What constitutes : Diamond Jo line case 1839, 1074, 1077 

D. J. Carpenter case 1890 849 

H. R. Heath & Son's case 1894 164 

Iowa Coal Rate, Petition for Advance in— see Rates. 

Iowa Commissioner Law Discussed -see Commissioners. 

Iowa Falls & Stoux Citv Railroad, history of '. 1879 109 

Iowa Midland Railway, history of 1879 110 

Iowa Railroads, History of— see History of Iowa Railroads. 

Iowa rates, application of , Mason City Brick Tile Co. v. O. & N -W 1908 823 

JOBBING— Number of persons employed in 18S4 ... 1884 78 
Jobbing and Manufacturing - 

Amount of sales in 1884 1384 76 

Products in 1884 1884 77 

Net increase of business of 1883 1884 76 

Materials in 1884 1834 77 

Jobbing in Iowa, number of people interested in 1886 49 

Jobbers Rates Discussed— see Carload Rates and Rates 1884 73 

Tons of freight moved in 1884 1884 76 

Petition for restoration of jobbers' and manufacturers' rates 1886 636 
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Jobbers. Year Page 

Wages paid by, In 1884 1884 77 

Capital employed by, in Iowa 1884 76 

Jobbers in Iowa should be placed on equality with those of outside points 18S5 53 

Joint Rates— see also Rates, Joint. 

Carpenter, E. E, case discussed 1899 8 

Commissioners enjoined from establishing by B. , C. R. &N 1890 6 

Commissioners' joint rate discussed 1891 14 

Deemer, J.\ decision concerning 1895 xxiii 

Desirability of between all Iowa lines 1887 717 

Joint rates, status of discussed 1896 5 

Dissentin g opinion of Justices Rothrock and Robinson concerning 18B1 49 

Eighty per cent schedule higher than rates voluntarily charged by carriors or those 

now in effect on interstate traffic f 1891 15 

Failure to apply on flaxseed shipments 1891 762 

In force in other states, but refused in Iowa 1894 197 

Injunction proceedings against commission 1891 45 

Law and discussion in reference to joint rates 1890 4 

Laws relating to 1895 xvii 

Legi lation recommended 1891, 50; 1895 xxix 

List of roads refusing to accept commissioners' joint rates 1891 14 

List of roads accepting same 1891 15 

Litigation on 1890 6 

Must be applied for and refused to shippers before petitioning board 1895 xxviii 

Opinion of Iowa supreme court concerning 1891, 45-50; 1895 xxv 

Opinion of supreme court in reference to B. , C. R. & N. injunction case 1893 27 

Opinion of supreme court in reference to Blair v. 8. C. &N 1897 295 

Overcharges on account of roads failing to apply, ordered refunded 1891 763 

Power of states to fix through rates over two or more lines 1891 47 

Petition by carrier to extend time of trial of, account of apparent increase of earn- 
ings under 1891 15 

Reasons for motion to dissolve injunction and rea* ons for injunction 1891 46 

Rules for fixing rates for continuous haul (80 per cent schedule) 1890 6 

Schedule and order concerning 1895 xxii 

Status and discussion of 1895 xvii 

Violation of joint rate law by one carrier, no excuse for another 1891 763 

Willingness of 111. Cent, to apply in Iowa 18J1 763 

Complaints Concerning— 

Baker, W. t manager Columbia Coal Co., Diamond, v. Iowa Central 1894 337 

Campbell, F. M. &Co., Randolph, v. C, B. & Q., failure to apply 1895 194 

Carpenter, E E., v, C. M. & St. P. et al: 1900 5, 127 

Cedar Falls Paper Mfg. Co. v. C, R. I. & P. and R, C. R. & N., petition for 1889 1085 

C*«dar Falls Paper Mfg. Co. v. Iowa Cent, and C. G. W. , refusal to apply 1893 250 

Columbia Coal Co., Diamond, v. Iowa Cent., refusal to apply 1891 337 

Coon Valley Coal Co., Ee-» Moines, v. C, St. P. & K. C, discrimination in 1892 767 

Corey Coal Co. , Lehigh, v. M. C. & Ft. D., petition for 1892 839 

J arby, J. H., Belmond, v. M. C. & Ft. D., refusal to apply, overchage 1895 203 

Davenport, shippers of, v. B., C. R. & N. etal., petition for 1HS9 1022,1087 



Flint, F. C, Manchester, v. C, M. & St. P., refusal of through billine 1896 

Ft. Madison Chair Co. v, C, B. & Q. andB., C. R. &N., refusal to make 188» 

Holman, C. J. &Bro,, Sargent's Bluffs, v. C. &N.-W. etal., petition for 1S6J 

McGilora, L. E., Larchwood, v. B., C. R. & N. etal., refusal to apply 1892 

McCarthy, M. H., Dubuque, letter of, concerning 1890 

Steeves, J. C, Page t enter, v H & S. andC, B. &Q , refusal to apply 1892 

Smith, H. D., Monticello, v. 111. Cent., refusal to apply 1891 

Tims, J. B.yTama, v. C. &N.-W., refusal to grant 1890 

JorNT Stations— see also ' 4 Y. " ' 

And Y connections, legislation recommend ed...., 1889 

At railroad crossings or intersections... — . 18S4 

Laws of Missouri and Wisconsin concerning, at crossings 1883 

Complaints Concerning and Petitions for— 
Allen Grove township, Scott county, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. and B., C. R. 
&N > 1885 



81 
1055 
1018 
8*> 

852 
762 
934 

40 
78 
710 
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416 INDEX. 

Complaint* Concerning -Continued. Year ! :ue 

Brown, J. G., Mar*hailtown, v. Cent. Iowa and Wis. , Iowa & Neb 1884 582* 

Carnforth, citizens of , v. C.,R.I. &P., freight facilities at 188*' 987 

Crandall, J. B., Sterling, 111., v. C. &N.-W., and Wabash at Lohrville 18S4 5TS 

Crooked Creek R'd Co., union depot at Webster City 189:* 212 

Davenport, Moline & Rock Island, petition for at Wheatland. .. 1887 7.") J 

Dean, George W., etal., Conway, v. H. & S., and C, B. & Q. i;'d Co l&U :><3 

Denison, Citizens of, v. C. &N.-W. et. al., petition of 1887 T27 

Diagonal, citizens of, v. C, St. P. & K. C. and H. &S., petition for 18S9 1U83 

Donnan, Fayette county, citizens of, v. C. , M. & St. P. andB., C. R. & N ..... 1890 H50 

Fayette county, citizens of, v. C , M. & St. P. etal., at Donnan Junction 1887 705 

Goldfleld, citizensof, v. C. &N.-W. andB., C. R. &N 18S4 5"» 

Harrison township, Mnhaska county, citizens of, v. C. &N.-W. et al . . . . 1SS6, 607; 1887 764 

Harveyville, citizensof, v. C. t R. I. & P. and Wabash, St. L. & P 1Ss5 .500 

Hawarden, citizensof, v. C. &N.-W andC, M. & St. P 1884 537 

Herndon, citizensof, v. C, M. & St. P. and Wabash, St. L. & P 1884 538 

Iowa county, citizensof, v. C, K. I. &P andC, M. & St. P 1884 542 

Jenks, A. M. , Sheldahl, v. C &N.-W. et al , plttform, crossing, etc 18*s7 «is» 

J«-sup, Eli.s, etal., S ew Providence, v. Iowa Cent, and Toledo at N.-W. R'y.... 1885 5*6 

Krysher, Levi, Avon, v. C, B. & Q. andC, R. I. &P., petition for 1886 50& 

Louden Machinery Company, Fairfield, v. C, B. & Q. and C. G. W., petition for 

• freight station at Afton Junction 1893 167 

Melbourne, J H. Bagley, etal. of. v. C. G. W., joint station at crossing 1896 1ft 

Malvern, citizensof, v, C. , B. & Q. and Wabash, St. L. &P 1884 523 

Ma^on, E. H., Carnforrh, v. C. &N.-W and C. , R. I. & P., petition for , 1*85 53» 

New Boston, citizensof, v. A., T. & S. Foetal 1897 41 

Noel, J. T., Noel, v. C, M. & St. P. andB., C. R. &N., petition for 1885 557 

Oneida, citizensof, v. C, M. & St. P. andC, St. P. & K. C, petition for 1889 107* 

Palestine, trustees of, v. C, M. & St. P. and C. & N.-W 1884 512,513 

Reynard, J. S. , Creston, v. C, B. & Q. and C. G. W., at Afton Junction 1893 138 

Robinson, C E., etal., Hawarden, v. C. , M. & St P 1887 704 

Rockwell City, citizensof, etal., v. C. & N.-W. etal., at Lohrville 1891 758 

Romans, J. B., etal , Denison, vC, M. & St, P. and C. &N.-W., at Arion ;S91 742 

Row, Samuel, etal., Oskaloosa, v. C. &N.-W. and Burl. & Western 1885 502 

St. Charles, citizensof, etal., v. C, R. I & P. etal., near Bevington.. 1892 755 

Sheldahl, citizensof, v. C, M. & S u . P. and C &N.-W., petition for 1888 570 

Sheldon, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. etal , Inadequate accomodations at 1887 68? 

Shipley, H. F. , Herndon, v. C. , M. & St. P. et al 1883 70S 

Smith, A., etal., Conway, v. C, B. & Q. and H. &S.. petition for 1890 864 

Stile, T. R., et al , M. Charles, v. C. , R. I. & P. and D. M. O. & S 1887 679 

Truro, citizensof, etal. , v. D. M & K. C. etal.*, at near Bevington .... .... 1892 756 

Walnut and Vernou townships, Palo Alto county, citizens of, v. B., C. R. & N. 

andC.M & St. P 1886, 479; 1837 683 

Warren township, citizensof, Poweshiek county, v. C. & N.-W. and C ,K.I. &P. 1884 598 

Warren township, Keokuk county, trustees of, v. C. & N.-W. and C. , R. I. & P. 1885 576 
\V internet, St. Charles and Truro, citizens of, v. C, R. I. & P. and D. M. & K. 

C, petition for, near bevington 1892 755 

Jurisdiction of Railroad Commissioners— see also Commissioners. 

Of commissioners 1878, 5; 1891, 28, 86? 

Of commissioners in matters of private right 1892,26-28,38-39 

Just Discrim in atiox discussed 1884 73 



K 



KOKUK & Des Motnes Railway, history of 1879 110 



LACK of Cars— see Failure to Furnish Cars; also Cars iMck of. 
Lack of Depot Facilities— see Station. 

Lakes, Inland, crossed by railroads without authority 1885 60 

Land Grants, first and final report of 1878, 46; 1898 12 

Large and Small Shippers— see Carload Rates 

Larrabeb, William, governor, questions for comml9sioners , report 1889 48 
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Law Quanting Power to Commissioners— see Commissioners. Year Page 

Laws and Legislation relating to railways 1890 Appendix, 1899 Appendix, 1900 Appendix 

Affecting railroads discussed— see Railroad Question. 

Amendments suggested 1ST 8 ® 

Chronological arrangement of 18 78 81 

Conflicting and disputed provisions of 1889, 87; 1891 42 

Decisions of court construing 1895 x 

In reference to automatic couplers and brakes 18 87 69 

Inlowa, affecting railroads 1890 Appendix, 1900Appondlx 

Provisions of in surrounding states 1 893 vii 

Recommendations of commissioners concerning legislation 1887 57-69, 76; 1891 42 

Recommended by commissioners 1889, 87-45; 1891 42 

Revisions and present status of 1895 xi 

Suggestions concerning amendments to law requiring reports of carriers 1879 4 

Uniformity In ... V?. ..' 1892 46 

Liases, Termination of tor Warehouses, Terms of, etc.— see Sites. 

Leased Roads, discussion of advisability of consolidating 1879 €5 

Levees, their maintenance by railroad companies 1884 85 

Lewis, DwiohtN., elected secretary 1899, 15; 1900, 10; 1901 9 

Liability or Carrier— 
Beyond its own Lines— see Damages. 
Coscernino Live Stock -see also Live Stock. 

For care of in transit 1889 1050 

ForWlllng 1898 249 

For shrinkage of or decline of market during delay in transportation 1892 865 

Smith, J. N., Fairfield, v. 0., B. & Q , shipments of without attendant 1883 647 

For Failure to Sound Whistle at Crossing— see Slock Killed; also Crossing 

—Highway. 

For failures to stop at platforms 1891 777 

For Goods Shipped * •Owners' Risk"— see Owner's Risk. 

For Rates Quoted by Agent 1889 loeo 

Hamilton, J M., Welda, Kan., v. 0., B. &Q 1885 560 

From Fire, Supreme Court's Opinion 1895 xxxv 

see also XHre Set by Engine; also Damages. 
Not Exempt From, by Contract— see Owner's Risk. 
Of initial carrier 1885 556 

Lighting Cars— 

Discussion of 1890 5 

Discussion of dry carburator system 1892 48-14 

Limit sd Tickets, What Constitutes Notice or Limitation, Etc.— see Tickets. 

Literature, objectionable soli on trains 1883 93 

Litigation— see also Railroad Question. 

Cases pending in state courts to enforce commissioners* orders 1891 88 

Decisions of supreme court discussed 18K 21,89 

In reference to commissioners' rates 1889 80 

Report of attorney-general concerning 1892, 89, 43; 1893, 89; 1890, 10; 1896, 87; 1806 175 

Live Stock— see also Liability of Carriers. 

Brown, W. R., Wallingford, v. 0., M. &St. P., delay In transit 1883 C87 

Care of when shipped 1887 741 

Engle, E. , Onawa, v. C. & N . W. R'y, cruelty to stock in transit 1884 641 

. In Palace Cars, Methods op Regulating Charges for— see Palace Stock Cars. 
Passenger fare for attendant, withL. C. L. shipments, not authorized by com- 
missions' schedule 1897 276,847 

Confinement in transit, not exceeding twenty-eight hours 1878 66 

Scbstitution op, in Transtt -see Stealing Live Stock in Transit. 

Live Stock Rates— see Rates, Freight. 

Loading Cars from Wagons— see also Demurrage. 

Galley, W. H., Zearing, v. Centrallowa, refusal to furnish cars for 1885 573 

Strong&Oo., Luton, v. C, M. & St. P., for track shipments 1896 156 

Timeallowed for 1884, 525: 1889 996 

27 
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Loading and Unloading L. O. L. Shipments— Year Page 

Hoebel, P., Blairstown, v. all lines, regulations concerning 1882 868 

LocalFrbight, percentageof 1888, 30: 1885, 21; 1888, 20; 1887 20 

Local Freight, Tonnage in Iowa, Percentage OF-see Tonnage 

Local Rates— see Rates. 

Local Tbain Service— see Train Service. 

Local Lines, perceo tag© of charges received on through shipments. 1893 33 

Location of Railway— 

Board of Control v. M. 0. & P. D., near school for deaf 1002 285 

Location ot Cribs— see NuUance. 

Randolph, H. F., Mayor, etaL, Correctionville, v. Illinois Central Ry 1902 265 

Locomotives, net weightof 1879 54 

Loos, Clarification of— see Classification. 

Log Rath Compared— see Rales. . 

Long and Short Haul, I^ates fob and Violation of -see also Rates. 

Farnam & Kilbourne, Akron, v. C, M. & St. P., violation of 1888 605 

Fowler Company, The, Waterloo, v. 111. Cent 1886 4S5 

Hogaboom, 8. R., Creston, v. C, B. &Q., onhard coal 1895 226 

Joyce, D., Carroll, v. 0., M. & St. P. and C. &N.-W., on lumber 1894 279 

Lane Implement Co. , Red Oak, v. C, B. &Q., on car of implements 1895 175 

Low rates for long haul, importance of to the state 1880 181 

New York and other laws concerning 1885 55 

Merrill, J. H. & Co , Ottumwa, v. K. &W., violation of 1838 739 

Principle of referred to 1886 52 

Losses by Floods— see Floods. 

Losses on Through Business Made up by High Local Rates— see RaUs. 

Lumber Rates— see Rates. 

Lost in Transit— see also Damages. 

Barber Med. Co., Davis City, v. C, B. &Q., carboy of vitrol 1892 733 

Barniole, John, Dana, v. C, R. I. & P., shortage of oats shipped to Peoiia 1891 774 

Batten, Daniel, Lucas, v. C, B. &Q., household goods 1P03 284 

Beck, Joseph, Marcus, v. III. Cent., of coal 1893 94 

Brewer, G. W. &Co., Hamilton, v. 0., B. &Q., groceries 1913 280 

Brower, D. M., /del, v. 0., R. I. &P., hogs 1891 834 

Brown, J. V. H., Flagler, v. 0., B. &Q., etal., mirror broken 1899 95 

Bruce, J. J. , Rolf e, O. & N. - W, failure to deliver goods as marked 1883 651 

Calkins & Homan Bros. , Corning, v. C. B. &Q.. stove 1886 611 

Campbell, F. M., Randolph, v. C, B. &Q., grain 1900 200 

Gary, GeorgeT., Grant, v. C, a &Q., goods 1891 813 

Caster & Briggs, Barnes City, v. B., C. R. &N., wirdow broken 1898 89 

Churchill, Y. R. , Royal, v. Ill Cent., milk cans from depot platform 1903 316 

Clark, A., Canton, v. C. & N.-W., losa of veal 1893 236 

Conden, W. A., Ellsworth, v. C. G. W 1903 206 

Oonrad, Ed A., Forest City, v. M. &St. L., andO &N.-W., household goods 1894 489 

Coad, Jas., Everly, v. 0., M. &St. P., of baggage 1901 496 

Creswell. M„ Bonaparte, v. O, R. I. & P.. hogs 1883 629 

Oumings, J. M., Spencer, v. 0., R. I. &P., household goods 1880 111 

Esslck, M. L., Indianola, v. C, St. P. & K. 0., potatoes 1890 P48 

Fowler, C. W., Rowan, v. B., C. R. &N., veal damaged in transit 1895 168 

Fremont Butter and Egg Co., v. C, B. &Q , oar of eggs mlssent 1890 844 

Fuller, H. E. t Otho, v. III. Cent., box of goods 1888 741 

Germer, Otto, Imogene, v. C, M. & St. P 1897 145 

Georger, H., Grant, v. B. &0,, household goods damaged 1894 292 

Gross, F. P., Sibley, v, B., C. R. &N., goods 1892 858 

Halloway, H. G., Paton, v. C, R. I. &P , steel 1892 824 

Hartman, G. A., Creston, v. O..B.&Q., shortage of coal 1889 997 

Healey, H. M. & Son, Grundy Center, v. B., C. R. Ss N., damage to flour 1894 258 

Hebron, 8., Strawberry Point, v. C, M. & St. P., damage to stock 1894 841 

Heaton, H. J., Anderson, v. C, B. &Q , goodsstolen 1882 459 

Henderson Bros. , Traer, v. B. , C. R. & N. , apples in transit 1901 516; 1908 256 

Holcomb, H. I., Mason City, v. C, B. &Q , of calf at transfer 1901 497 

Hurley? A. 8 , Cherokee, v. B. &M., of tools 1897 148 

Judge, J. T., Carroll, v. C. &N.-W.. tent outfit 1896 210 

Kendig, A. J., Winterset, v. 0., B. &Q., medicine 1908 287 

Kendall E. 8 , Kellerton, v. C. &N.-W., household goodj 1882 587 
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Lost in Transit— Continued. Year Page 

Knight, F. W., Milford, v. O., M. & St. P. } 1W8 99 

Krag, Otto 0., Alexander, v. Iowa Cent, buffet 1903 253 

Krause, Robert Co., Davenport, v. 0., R.I. & P. S 1902 2C8 

Lingham, M., YanOleve, v. Iowa Cent., loss of oil on platform 1895 225 

Lnther, M. H.* Swede Point, v. I1L Cent., andC, B. &Q., hoosehold goods 1882 527 

Malia, T. E., Ayrshire, v. C, R. I. &P 1908 289 

Mnrttndalc, J. M., Prairie City, v. C, B. &K. 0., box of books 1896 77 

Marquardt, O. G. , of the Iowa Phonographic Co. , v. 111. Cent. , goods 1892 888 

Mi ten ell Implement Co., Fc. Dodge v. 0., R. 1. &P 1908 *>1 

McFarlane, James, Blenooe, v. S. 0. &P., boxes of tobacco 1885 589 

MoNall, A. H., Maxwell, v. 0., M. &St. P.. merchandise 1884 501 

JVcNall, A. H., Maxwell, v. C, M. &8t. P., and W., I. & N., merchandise 1885 525 

McNall, A. H., Maxwell, v. 0., M. & St. P., barrel of sugar 1885 5:57 

Osborn, P. B., Ellsworth, v. 0., M. &St. P., etaL, car of wheat 1908 252 

Phelps, P. EL, Rockford, v. B , O. R. &N., flaxseed 1895 240 

Piekenbrock, B. R & Sons, Dnbaque, v. 0., M. & St. P., baggage 1900 1C5 

Raber, John, Newberg, v. & N -W., household goods 1882 453 

Read, T. 0., Corning, v. C, B. &Q., breakage 1902 291 

Ryan, J. A., Laurens, v. 0. &N.-W., loss of hogs 1890 940 

Skinner, J. P., Grin ne 11, v. C, R. I. &P., sample case 1902 289 

Smith, James A., Westgate, v. C. G. W., coal in transit 1902 2^8 

Sokol & Kegley, Moumouth, v. O. &N.-W., damage to sorghum 1884 819 

Southall, Williams & Sons, Pierson, v. C. &N.-W, of grain 1898 70 

Spencer Bros. Randolph, v. C, B. &Q., car of coal 1882 449 

Stafford, H. W. , Grundy Center, v. B. , C. R. & N. . shortage in car of oats 1891 829 

Stebbins, W. F., Decorah, III., v. C. G. W .merchandise 1894 237 

Stebbins, W. F. D*s Moines, v. 0., R. I. & P., household goods 1896 1?7 

Thurman, Geo. , Anita, v. 0. . R. I & P. . windmill vane 1900 J.*J 

Thnrman, Geo. E. Anita* v. C, R. I. &P. , axle broken in transit 1002 2*.M 

Timmons, Mrs. L., Wichita, Kansas, t. C, B. &Q., of couch 19N 818 

Van Norman, J. , Moville, v. O. , R. I. & P. , et al., merchandise 1895 161 

Vetter, D. Grant, v. C, B. &Q., oilcloth 1891 731 

Wahl, O. A., Churdan, v. C, M. &St. P., cotton 1900 181 

Warnstaff, N., Grand River, v. B & M. etal., merchandise 1888 879 

Whittier, L., Whiting, v. S. C. &P. and C. &N.-W., merchandise 1883 584 

Witmer, P. R., & Son, Mingo, v. C, St. P. & X. 0., goodsstolen 1890 878 

Wood, Alfred, Traer, v. C , M. &St. P. andB., C. R. & N 1882 532 

MAIL Facilities and Matt, Service— see Station Service, also Train Service. 

Maple River Railroad, history of 1879 111 

Marked Capacitv of Cars— 

France, H. C, Rose Hill, v. 0., R. I. & P.. rule governing 1897 185 

Markets, Choice of, Shippers Entitled to— see Rights of Shippers. 

Marks, M. L., Testimony of, in Davenport rate cases 1888 761 

Massachusetts, attitude of, concerning grade crossings 1898 16 

Maximum and Minimum Rates, discussion of 1885 58 

Maximum Rates, opinion of supreme court concerning, discussed 1897 9 

Maximum Rates, In Davenport, Dubuque and Burlington rate cases 1888, 762,773, 797 

McClain, Emlin, ' 'Statutes of Iowa relating to railways" 1890 8 

Mileage— 

Comparative table of 1899, 6; 1900 8 

Increase in Iowa discussed 1891, 5; 1898 6 

Iowa, fifth of the states in 1891 5 

Inlowa, table of 1879 128 

Of road built from earnings in excess of 6 per cent on $ 30, 000 per mile 1891 87 

Proportion of earning credited to branch lines 1889 1006 

Mileage Book- 

Hultz, Webb, Charlton, v. Iowa Central, claim for rebate on 1890 851 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1890 851 

Nash, O. J., Ottumwa, v. Wabash, 0., R. I. &P. etal., refusal to honor 1886 575 

Pollans, F. E., Waterloo, v. ILL Cent., use of by other than purchaser 1897 184 

Milling m Transit— 

Application of principle to barbed wire 1887 715 

Edmonds, E. J. Marcus, v. 111. Cent., cleaning grain in transit 1893 253 

Tiede, A. C. ACo., Elkport, v. C, M. &St. P., petition for. 1892 850 
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Minimum Charge— Year Page 

Barnard Bros., Ackley, v. Central Iowa, 26-cent charge 1880 19 

Iowa Jobbers t. all railroads, attempted advance, 25c to 50o 1894 835 

Parker, 8. F., Earlville, v. C. & N.-W 1882 467 

Minimum Weight— 

Brown, W. 8., Manson, v. 11L Cent 1893 61 

Minimum Weight and Masked Capacity of Car- 

Brown, J. G., Marshalltown, v. C, M. &St. P., charges for excess 1887 718 

Des Moines Linseed Oil Works, v. III. Cent. . on flax seed 1895 218 

Dunlap, J. H., Clarinda, t. 0., B. &Q., on wagons, parte of. 1887 750 

DnBois, W. 8., Rockwell City, v. 0., M. &8t. P., marked capacity of car 1899 124 

France, H. O., Rose Hill, v. O., R. I. & P., rule governing marked capacity of cars 1897 185 

AoUlngsworth, A. E., Dunreath, v. 111. Cent., coal 1899 51 

Ketchum & Johnson Co., Marshalltown, v. O. & N.-W., agricultural Implements.. 1807 lQg 

Leonard, Daniel, Corning, v. all railroads, on car of sheep 1894 159 

Matthews, J. J., Cherokee, v. III. Cent., on corn 1901 617 

McGrath, J., Tyrone, v. 0., a &Q., on coal 1892 885 

Morris, Daniel, Lawn Hill, v. O. &N.-W., o.' carloads 1S82 439 

Mt. Pleasant Milling Co. v. 0., B. &Q., on flour 1899 W 

Pearson & Hayton, Pierson, v.O. Aft.-W., grain 1899 95 

Sheldon, H. C, Tingley. v. C, B. &Q., on sheep In carloads 1895 201 

Slife, M. Dedham, v C, M. & St. P , marked capacity of cars 1899 124 

Townsend, D. W., Cherokee, v. I1L Cent., estimating weight of brick 1899 84 

Mink, Oliver W., comptroller, letter of, in Council Bluffs complaint 1888 516 

Miscellaneous— 

Adams, B. E. Britt, v. C, I. &D. R R. Co., compensation for printing 18S3 615 

Astor, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., location of new town near Astor 1881 589 

Brown, A. F. Newton, v. Central Iowa, failure to run Odd Fellows- train 1883 790 

Carlson, 8. G. Stratford, v. C. &N.-W., rental for site for scales , 1898 21 

Cassellman, J. H., Ames, v. C, St. P., M. &0., claim for lost mileage book 1892 842 

Davids, etal., Sanborn, v. C, M. & St. P., unsanitary cabooses 1896 02 

Dow&Mercer, McVeigh, v. Ft. M. &N.-W, withholding of freight 1884 600 

Expenses in constructing spur track, parties entitled to return of, on abandonment 

of track 1891 788 

Gillespie, Mrs. R., Chadron, v. C, B. &Q. , refund for ticket stolen ,. 1889 1006 

Indebtedness of railway companies, law concerning 1884 70 

Jones, F. C, Herndon, v. D. M. &N. W. etal., storing cars on Y track 1892 867 

Paralta, Linn county, citizens of v. C, M. &St. P , highway to depot 1892 814 

Randall, L. D. & Co., Dubuque, v. I1L Cent., division of territory between rail- 
roads 1881 132 

Slosson, J. M , Northwood, v. B., C. R. & N. , feeding snow bound passengers .... 1883 674 

Spire, William J., Barnes City, v. C, R. I. & P., misconduct of train men 1892 856 

Valentine, H. K., Casey, v. United States Express Co., claim for perishable goods 

shipped with charges guaranteed 1802 847 

Misquoted Rates by Agents, Liabilities of Carriers tor— see Liability. 

Mixed Carloads— see Carloads. 

Mixed Train Service— Bee ZYafn Service. 

Monopoly of shipping facilities on station grounds against public policy 

1890, 898-895; 1891, 736,814; 1892 781 

Morgan, E. G., appointed secretary of the board. 1880 8 

Resigned 1887 8 

NATIONAL Convention of railroad commissioners 1881, 164; 1000, 5; 1901 6 
see also Convention of Railroad Commissioners. 

Navigation, Obstruction of— see Obs truction and Overflow, 

Negligence in Care of Station— see Station. 

New Lines, construction of 1898 6 

Night Station Service— see Station. 

Northwood Case -see also Abandonment of Road. 

Certify to attorney-general 1884 46 

Nuisance— 

Excavation of pit by railway company causing water to collect near highway 1900 206 

Woman's Village Imp. Oo. , Goon Rapids, v. O. , M. & St. P. , unsightly piles of dirt 1897 106 

Location of Cribs— Randolph v. Illinois Central 1(08 266 

Digitized by LjOOQIC 



INNEX. 421 

OBSTRUCTING Stbxxtb and Highway Cbobsikgs— see, also, Crossing, High- 
way. Year Page 

Barney, B. , mayor of Meservey, v. M. C. & Ft. D. , street with cars. 1896 168 

Dodd, F. B., Waucoma, v. C, M. &8t. P., with standing trains 1890 111 

Gafford, Joseph, Burlington, v. Citizens of Murray, by elevator 1887 687 

Hornaday, J. N., Unionville, v. 0., B. I. & P. 1908 880 

Johnson & Erickson, Pickering, v. O. , M. & St. P. , by fence 1898 209 

Knight, P. W., Milford, v. C. M. & St. P 1902 288 

Lee, L. W., Wick, v. C.G. W., by standing train 1898 80 

LeMars, citizens of , v. 111. Cent 1890861,889 

Mnrchison, A. S., Williamsburg, v. 0., M. &8t P., bytrains 1886 517 

Murray, citizens of, v. C, B. &Q., at highway crossing 1886 666 

Murray, citizens of, v. C , B. &Q., protest of Joseph Gafford 1887 687 

Ochiltree, T. J., Morning Sun, v. B., C. B. &N., blockading streets 1884 686 

Payne, I.D., Linden, v. 0., M. &8t. P., bytrain 1901 498 

Boley, T. T. Keswick, v. B., O. R. &N., by standing train 1896 126 

Rudolph, A. K., North McGregor, v. O , M. & St. P., bytrains 1900 166 

Russell, J. M. , Storm Lake, v. I1L Cent. , by elevator 1898 164 

Thomas, A. D. , Fredericksburg, v. C. G. W., streets across station grounds...... 1898 156 

Turner etaL, Colfax, v. C, R. I. & P., by train 1898 210 

Walker, Geo. D., Teeds Grove, v. C, M. & St. P., by trains 1900 177 

Waters, James, Des Moines, v. C. & N.W., with cars 1892 882 

Wickersham, T. G., Oapron, v. O. G. W .908 £20 

Wind, Carl, Herndon, v. C, M. &St. P., bytrain 1900 201 

Wyatt, B. R., etaL, Lamoille, v. C. &N.-W , with train 1886 664 

Zeidler, J. C, Mallard, v. C, R. I. &P., by building and platform 1898 166 

Obstruction and Ovbbflow— 

Amundson, H. , Ellsworth, v. C. & N. -W. , water course and highway 1888 788 

Anderson, A. A., et. aL, Okoboji, v. C, M. & St. P , navigation 1892 741 

Antrim, Wm. , Randolph, v. C. , B. &Q. , insufficient drainage 1900 187 

Armstrong, J. R., road supervisor, Marlon, v C, M. & St. P., watercourse .... 1894 246 

Arthurs, C. H. , Oakland Mills, v. St. L., K. & N . W. , improper ditch 1900 132 

Avery, 8., Council Bluffs, v. C, R. I. &P., improper drainage 1901 600 

Barnholdt, Clause, Wiota, v. , 0., R. I. & P. , lack of culverts. 1890, 951 ; 1894 828 

Beck, W. J. R., Ft. Madison, v. St. L., K. & N. W 1908 298 

Beebe, J. W., Talmage, v. C. G. W., waste water from tank 1892, 867; 1898 210 

Boal, John, etal., Mitchelville, v C , R. I. &P., insufficient drainage 1897 144 

Board of trustees, Buckingham twp., Tama county, v. C. AN. W., on highway.. 1908 806 

Bolding, D. D. , Coppock, v. Iowa Cent. , improper drainage. 1901 468 

Butt, James, Knowlton, v. C. G. W. , changing water course 1902 280 

Campbell, J. S. K., Morning Sun, v. Iowa Cent. , drainage 1896 172 

Churchill, S.T., Arthur, v C. & N. W., on highway 1908 808 

Craig, W. F. , et al. , Davis City, v. 0. , B. & Q. , of water course 1890 879 

Crozier, O. E. , Oskaloosa, v. B. & W. & C. & N.-W. , of water course 1890 860 

0., R. I. &P. R'yOo., v. C, St. P. & K. C, at grade railroad crossing 1887 785 

Dale, A. 8., Scarville, v. O. & N.-W 1908 822 

Dammeier, Henry, Newton, v. N. & N. W 1908 824 

Donner, J. D., etal., Marshalltown, v. W. , I. &N. , by defective construction.... 1887 718 

Eldon drainage case 1895 126 

Ewer Bros., Bagley, v. C, M. & St. P 1908 804 

Fortney, David, Otho, v. M. &St. L., refusal to lower culvert 1885 651 

Gibson, S. W., Monmouth, v. C. &N.-W 1908 280 

Giles, Charles, Talmage, v. C , B. &Q. t of waterway 1890 845 

Greenwood township, trustees of, Bancroft, v. 0. &N.-W., of water course 1894 843 

Guthrie county, citizensof, v. 0., M. &St. P., near Bagley 1898 142 

Harding, N. G., Des Moines, v. D. M., N. & W. etal., drainage 1890 87 

Hendrie, J. S., etal., Paciflo Junction, v. 0., B. &Q., of creek 1884 569,674 

Huxley, citizensof, byO. L. Hatteberg, v. C, M. & St. P., of water course 1893 280 

Huyser, A., etaL, Pell*, v. Wabash, obstruction to drainage 1902 290 

Innis, W. H. , etal., Emmetsburg, v. B., C. R. & N. , navigation 1886 479 

Jenks, A. N., Sheldahl, v. 0. &N.-W., by surface water 1886 574 

Keller, B. F., Knowlton, v. C. G. W., caused by dam in right of way 1902 270 

Kelley. W. F. , Decatur county, v. D. M. & K. C. , damages on account of 1890 885 

Kendall, W. T., etaL, Spirit Lake, v. C.,M. & St. P., navigation 1885 491 

Kinney, A., Herndon, v.C, M. & St. P 1902 299 

Kline, George, Glidden, v. C. &N.-W., insufficient waterway 1891 771 

Koons, J. H., Des Moines, v. C. G. W., drainage Digrt^d.t>y.VJ9®OQiC 
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Lange, A., Froellch, v. O., M. ft St. P., insufficient drainage. 1892 889 

Leehey, John, etal.. Fairbank, v. O. G. W 1908 829 

Lestina, F., Froellch, v. O., M. & St. P., highway crossing , 1807 119 

Lewis, J. P., New Hampton, v. C. G. W., damage on account of 1898 208 

McConnell, T. D., Botna, v. C. &N.-W., from embankment 1896 189 

McNaughton, M. N., VlUisca, v. C, B. &Q., stock drowned 1887 768 

Mitchell, L.,Blairsburg, v. IU. Cent., drainage 1893, 197; 1896 SI 

Moore, Thomas, etal., Turin, v. C. & N.-W., arbitration 1889999,1008 

Powell, Charles, et al., Bagley, v. C. , M. & St. P., damage, by reason of 1898 142 

Rick, James G., Granger, v. D. M., N. & W., defective drainage 1897 113 

Rodgers, G. W., Fort Dodge, v. M. &St. L., petition to drain excavation 1886 524 

Shellhamer, 0., Froellch, v. C, M. &St. P * 1908 294 

Shopell, Henry, Mt. Union, v. B. &N.-W., damage caused by 1888 564 

Simmons, C. H , Mapletoi, v. O., M. &8t. P., drainage 1899 88 

Smith, E. J., North English, v. C, M. & St. P., improper drainage 1892 832 

Terry, J.L., Martelle, v. C, M. &St. P., of watercourse 1892 740 

Tibbete, D., Miles, etaL, v. C, R.I. &P., drainage near Eldon 1896 125 

Turner, James R., Wiota, v. C, R. I. &P.. insufficient drain pipe 1891 790 

Wall Lake, township trustees of, v. O. & N *W., diversion of natural stream 1900 141 

Waterman, D. 0., township clerk, v. Iowa Central 1902 297 

Waverly station grounds on C. G. W 1908 288 

Wertz, O. H., Lena, v.O., R.I. & P 1908 249 

Wheatland, citizensof, v. 0. & N.-W. R'y Co 1908 244 

Wilcox, J. A., Sanborn, v. 0., M. & St. P., of water course 1893 280 

Wray, A. M., etaL, Kalona, v. B., O. R. & N 1908 228 

Wright, W. H. H., Dunlap,v. O. & N.-W., insufficient drainage 1880 89 

Yungclas, J. H., Duncombe, v. I1L Cent., of highway 1886 645 

Yungclas, J. H. , Webster City, v. 111. Cent. , of defective culvert 1882 667 

Officers' Salaries 188 8 G** 

Omnibus Privileges— 

Anderson, P. G. , & Son, Mason City, v O. . M. & St. P. , discrimination in 1895 223 

Beach, W. H., Goldfleld, v. R'y Co's, refusal to allow him 1898 87 

Close, George V., Iowa Falls, v. B., C. R. & N. et aL , discrimination in 1892 768 

Hackmen of Sioux City v. R'y Compauies, discrimination in 1893 881 

Smith etaL, Manilla, v. 0., M. & St. P., hotel runners at stations 1888 697 

Stalker, J. W., Iowa Falls, v. Illinois Central, discrimination 1897 120 

Thomassen, John G., Pella, v. C , R. L & P. , discrimination in 1890 906 

Todd, J. B., Manilla, v. C. , M. & St. P., privileges of hotel runners at stations.... 1894 277 

VanHouser, F. andC, Cedar Falls, v. I1L Cent., discrimination in 1881 185 

Operating Expenses— 

Must be met by earnings 1880 178 

Percentage of different classes of *880 lfl * 

Operators, Telegraph, Petition for— see Station, 

Orders of Commissioners, their nature should be specific, instead of advisory, 

opinion by supreme court *892 21,89 

Over-Capitalization— see Watered Stock. 

Overcharge on Sand— see Bates. 

Overcharge in Passenger Fares— see Passenger Fares. 

Overcharge on Freight— 

Allen, D. P., Carroll, v. C, M. & St P. etaL, on car of junk 1889 1055 

Amos, T. B., Essex, v. C, B. &Q., on calves 1887 788 

Archie, W. F., Spencer, v. C, M. &8t. P., refund ordered 1881 187 

Arnold, J. M., Davis City, v. C, B. &Q., on posts 1888 781 

Aye, Rolf, Grundy Center, v. B., C. R. &N., on timothy seed 1895 224 

Banks, J. A,, Cooper, v. D. M., N. &W,, on thresher engine for repairs 1892 884 

Barber, Ed., Glidden, v. C. &N.-W., in rate on buggy 1884 49,69 

Barr, 8. P.. EagleGrove, v. M. C. & Ft. D., on empty baskets 1889 684 

Barrett & Son, Mount Vernon, v. C. &N.-W., on corn 1887 689 
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Bathe, G. R., Tuskeego, y. O. B. & Q. , on cars of hogs 1889 1064 

Baxter, J. W., Lewis, v. O., R. I. &P., onlivestock . ..•. 1888 888 

Beach, C. L., Stratton, Neb., v. M. & St. L. , error In quoting rates 1886 612 

Beade, J. C. , Imogene, v. Iowa Cent. , on household goods .' 1901 618 

Bellevue Pump Co. , Beilevue, v. C, M. & St. P., Interstate 1901 469 

Blanohard, D. A., Adel, v. C. & N -W., on wagons 1887 690 

Blanchard, D. A., Adel, v. D. M. N. & W., on buggy, interstate 1896 99 

Borum, S. J., Dee Moines, v. O., B. &Q. andD. M. N. & W., onbillard tables... 1896 128 

Bowers, Charles, Quincy, I1L, v. C, R. I. & P. onticket 1892 843 

Bunker & Hazzard, Newell, v. 111. Cent, etal., on agricultural feed steamer 1891 770 

Bussard, J. & Co , Imogene, v. Wabash, refund of 1884 497 

Breezley, W, H., Kelly, v. C. &N.-W. et al., refusal of joint rates 1892 846 

Brent, L. H., Weston, v. C. &N -W., erroneous classification 1882 681 

Brockway, E. P., Ainswortti, v. C, R. I. &P., on live stock, etc 1888 682 

Brown, C. M., Anamosa, v. B., C. P.. &N. and C, M. & St. P., on heifer 1883 683 

Brown, W. 8., Manson, v. 111. Cent., marked capacity of car 1896 61 

Brown, W. S., Manson, v. 111. Cent., onstone 1900 186 

Brown, J. G., Marshalltown, v. C, M. &St. P., on account of minimum weight.. 1887 718 

Brown, L. A., of Jeff eries & Brown, Davis City, v. O., B. &Q. t on apples. 1891 772 

Brown, W. S., Manson, v. Illinois Central; on account minimum weight 1902 258 

Canfield, Charles, Estherville, v. C, M. & St. P., on household goods 1888 667 

Carpenter, D. J. . Reloit, v. C. , M. & St. P. , on account of applying interstate rates 

to state commerce 1890 849 

Carpenter & Genung, Independence, v. C. B. & Q. , on horse power 1889 950 

Carroll, E. L., Adel, v. D. M. N. & W., on wheat 1881 188 

Carroll, T. R., Plainfleld, v. I1L Cent, on coal 1898 96 

Chambers, 8. E., Corwith, v. C. R. I. & P., on wagon 1885 499 

Clarke, O. J., Sibley, v. C, St. P., M. Ss O., on merchandise 1888 715 

C line & Bennett, Meriden, v. 111. Cent., incorrect weight on lumber 1883 698 

Cline, J., Reasoner, v. C. R. I. & P., on livestock 1888 780 

Cochran, Robert, Audubon, v. B., C. R. & N., on bull 1884 640 

Codd,H. G. 8., Westfleld, v. C. & N.-W., onlive stock 1894 260 

Cole, J. L., &Son, Greene, v. B., C. R. & N., on wallpaper 1884 624 

Conroy, P. T., Walnut, v. C R. I. & P., on stock cattle 1899 97 

Cooper, A. A., Dubuque, v. C, M. & St. P., on wagons 1881 188 

Cooper, A. G., Ottosen, v. B., C. R. &N., on stock 1900 188 

Cooper, A. M., Tracy, v. C, B. & Q, on car of corn. 1896 76- 

Corwin, J. H., Dedham, v. B., <;. R. & N., etal., on household goods 1889 1048 

Cox, J. R., Dexter, v. C. & N.-W. and C, R. I. & P., on threshing outfit 1892 845 

Crandall & Eyer, Webster City, v. IU. Cent., on spring wagons 1881 182 

Cresswell, John, Bonaparte, v. C, Ft. M. & D. M., on stock cattle, interstate 1899 125 

Critchfield, J. W., Lucas, v. C, B. & Q., on portable house. 1900 207 

Crosby, C. P., South English, v. C, R. I. & P., passenger fare 1879 25 

Cunningham & Gray, Blencoe, v. C. & N.-W., et. aL, on fence posts 1889 1061 

t Damm<e\ Wm., Newton, C, R. I. & P., refund of overcharge 1896 149 

fiarby, J. H., Belmond, v. C, M. &St. P., failure to apply joint rates on hogs.... 1895 206 

Davis, A. J., Sewal, v. B.. C. R. &N., on corn . 1902 292 

Davis, J. E., Coin, v. C, M. & St. P., on household goods. 1896 168 

Denton, Robert, Iowa City. v. C., # R. I. & P., on bull 1884 647 

Des Moines Linseed Oil Works v. Ill Cent., charges, on marked capacity of car.... 1896 218 

Dickey, William G., Maxwell, v. C, St. P. & K. C, etal., on coal „ 1887 779 

Downing, W. E., Selma, v. C, B. & K. C, etaL, on lumber 1888 783 

Dunlap, J. H., Clarinda, v. C, B. & Q., on wagon 1887 750 

Dunlap, W. W., Alliance, Neb., v. C, M. & St. P., refund of bridge tolL 1894 810 

Earle, W. C, Waukon, v. C, M. & St P., stock in Ames palace car 1888 834 

Eckroot, John, Beacon, v. C, R. I. & P., interstate. 1900 183 

Ellis, G. M., Emmetsburg, v. C, M. & St P , on sulky 1889 998 

Ellyson, Zed, West Liberty, v. B., C. R. & N., on horse. 1886 511 

Pairchild, E., Chester, v. C, M. & St. P., on horses, interstate 1899 106 

Ferguson, T. W., Dallas Center, v. C, R. I. & P., on roll of harness leather 1888 690 

Poster, T. M., North English, v. B., C. R. &N., drugs. 1899 68 

Fowler, L. M., Watkins, v. C. & N.-W., on light top buggy 1888 677 

Freeman, F. M., Davis City, v. American Express Co., on two dogs 1892 854 

Frizzell, Thomas, Malcom, v. C, R I. & P., on smokestack 1892 853 

Puller, J W., Kellerton, v. C, B. & Q., on hardware 1887 61 

Garver, Wm., Tingley, v. C, R. I. & P., on household goods. 1901 611 
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Garvin, William, Marcus, v. 111. Cent., on horse power 1890 848 

Garvin, William, Marcus, v. I1L Cent., on corn 1884 236 

Giant Coal Co. , Des Moines, v. C.'& N.-W., on coat 1885 604 

Gibbs, B. H., Oskaloosa, t.C.R AQ. and B. & Western, on merchandise. 1886 619 

Gilbert, H. A., Bstherville, v. B., C. R. & N. f on car of coal 1889 1060 

Gillespie, J. T., Nevada, v. C. & N.-W., overweight on empty barrels 1889 996 

Globe Coal Co., Des Moines, v. IU. Cent., on coal.. 1901 487 

Golden, C. M., Kellogg, v. C, R. I. &P., shipment of seeds 1888 783 

Gooch, N. L., Avon, v. C. &N.-W., emigrant movables 1898 61 

Goodsell, L., Fergus Falls, Minn., v. B., C. R. &N., in passenger fare 1883 617 

Gossmann & Regan, Blkader, v. C, M. &8t. P., interstate 1902 279 

Graham, M. J., Odell, v. C, B. &Q., overweight 1901 493 

Griffin, B. A., Tekemah, Neb., v. C, M. &St. P., on household goods 1891 772 

Griffin, Patrick, Grand River, v. H. & S. , on car of corn 1888 660 

Gronoweg & Schoentgen, Council Bluffs, v. K. C, St. J. & C. B 1882, 688; 1888 604 

Guthrie, 8. a, Webster City, on oil tank wagon 1888 746 

Hale, W. C, WeUman, v. C, R. X. &P., on car of oats 1887 761 

Hall, C. B., Glenwood, Neb., v. C, B, &Q.', on bull 1884 644 

Hadley, A. J., Deltay.Col , v. C.,R. I. & P. and D. & R. G., on household goods. .. 1897 81 

Hall, Truman, Bedford, v. C, M. & St. P. andC, B. &Q., on buggy 1896 65 

Hamilton, J. M., Welda, Kan., v. 0., B. &Q., on bull 1885 669 

Haney, S. J., Chequest, v. O., R. I. &P 1906 297 

Hannum Brothers & Arthaud, Wapello, v. 0., R. I. &P 1903 294 

Herahey Lumber Co., Muscatine, v. B., C. & N., on lumber, change of rates 

without notice , t 1393 555 

Hersey, L. G., Earlville, v. IU. Cent., on five cars of corn 1887 718 

Hill, F. W. t Maxwell, v. C, M. & St. P., on flour from Waterloo to Melbourne... 1888 681 

Hoag, J. M., Maquoketa, v. C, M. &St. P., on oar of ponies for state fair 1889 1063 

Hofer, J. 8., Des Moines, v. C. , B. &Q. etal., on household goods 1902 286 

Holmes, Jos., Marshalltown, v. C. &N.-W. , on car of apples 1891 7S7 

Hollister Lumber Co. , Manchester, v. 111. Cent., on coal 1900 172 

Hoopes, T. J., Eugene, v. C, B. &Q., on household goods and lumber 1882 467 

Hornaday, C. A., Udell, v, C, M. & St. P., on hay press, interstate 1898 88 

Howa, J. P., Fenton, v. C. & N.-W., stone, etc 1900 221 

Hoyt, If. A. ABros., Carroll, v. C. &N.-W 1879 28 

Hughes, J. C, Norwalk, v. D. M. & K. C, on logs 1897 88 

Hunna, A., Abingdon, v. C, R. I. &P., household goods, interstate 1892 731 

Hupp, John, etal., v. C, R. I. &P., on livestock 1898 73 

Hulburt, L. B. etaL.'Ft, Dodge, v. M. & St. L., on coal 1881 141 

Hutchroft & Co. , Kossuth, v. B. C. R. &N., on slack coal 1889 1008 

Igo, Lewis, Palmyra, v. C. &N.-W , on corn shipments 1887 691 

Jackson, A., Tama City, v. U. P., on mixed car of live stock 1883 564 

Japp, Gust., Rosedale, v. C, R. I. & P. andC. &N.-W., on horse power 1889 1041 

Jennings, F., Rose Hill, v. C, R. I. & P. etal., livestock 1896 48 

Jergens, Fred, Everly, v. C, M & St. P., on household goods 1896 98 

Jervis, John, Cleveland, v. O., B. & Q , portable home 1900 208 

Jiokling, Willing, Ira, v. C. G. W., on buggy 1894 239 

Johnson, J. F., Paton, v. C, R. I. &P., on car of horses 1892 834 

Johnson J., Red Oak, v. Central Iowa, on live stock 1834, 519; 1835 497 

Johnson, A., Tingley, v. H. & S. et al., on coal 1888 678 

Jones, T. B., Beaconsfleld, v C, B. &Q., two minimum* 1899 111 

Karbeg, H., 8t. Louis, v. C, B. &Q., onacct. excess baggage rate 1901 602 

Keefe, James, Ft. Dodge, v. M. & St. L., on coal 1889 1094 

Keefe James, Ft. Dodge, v. M. C. & Ft. D., on coal 1889 991 

Kelley, J. W., Osceola, v. C, B. &Q., on lime 1880 17 

Knowles, C. B. , Glenwood, v. C. , B. & Q. , on cow 1893 68 

Knowles, W. F., Sioux City, v. 111. Cent., on light, bulky package 1882 460 

Knowles, W. H. , James, v. American Express Co. , on small package 1891 771 

Knowles, W. F., James, v. CJ. 8. Expiess 1903 £92 

KnowltenMfg. Co., Rockford, I1L, v. C, M. & St. P., on implements 1885 M7 

Kreutzer & Wassen. Marshalltown, v. O. &N.-W., on lumber 1881 133 

Kreuger, O. F., Des Moines, v. C. &N.-W., on household goods 1894 262 

LaGrange, J. H., Storm Lake, v. III. Cent., on junk to Chicago 1897 68 

Lane Implement Oo. , Red Oak, v. C. , B & Q. , on short haul 1896 175 

Leech, James, Derby, v. C. B. &Q., on bob-sleds. • 1897 696 

Leeper, J. B &Oo., Pleasanton, v. O, B. & Q , et aL, petition for refund 1889 1015 

Leigh*- A. O., Eagle vi lie. Mo., v. O., B &Q 1903 825 

Laimkuehler, F., Moscow, v. 0., R. I. &P., on binding twine Digfoe&kyK^OQffilQUI 

Looker, J.K. M., Bonaparte, v. 0., R. I. & P., emigrant movables.... 1891 825 
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Lummis, W. TX*., Perry, v. O. &N.-W., onironsafe 1886 681 

Marshall, Ed, Casey, v. C., R. I. &P., on household goods 1894 293 

Martin, E. H. Telephone Co. , Webster City, v. U. 8. Ex. Co. etal 1908 317- 

Mathews, B. Randalia, v. B., 0. R. &N., mixed oar of live stock 1893 224 

McDaneld & Co. , D. H. , Iowa City, v. B., C. R. &N., on dead hogs 1886 6S5 

Matzinger, G. , Slater, v. O. N.-W., shipment of bull 1908 257 

McDonald, G. W., Dysart, v. B., O. R. &N., on merchandise 1834 519 

McGllora, L. E , Larchwood, v. B. , O. R. & N. , traffic from point to point in Iowa 

though passing outside the state in transit, is state commerce 1892 863 

McKay, P. D., Adel, v. D. M. N. fc W., on coal 1897, 115* 1900 200 

McKinley, Geo. P., St. Ansgar, v. B., C. R. & N., on household goods 1899 204 

Meade, S. K. , Rockwell City, v. D. M. N. & W., on butter and eggs 1888 691 

Meade, 9. K., Rockwell City, v. D. M. N. & W., on salt and other merchandise. 1883, 999,1003 

Mennig & Slater, Des Moines, v. C, R. I. & P. etal., on pickles 1900 202 

Miller, George, Olutier, v. O. &N.-W., on store fixtures 1901 514 

Miller, H. 0., Corydon, v. H. &S , oncarof corn 1887 706 

Miller, John, Waukon, v. C, M. & St. P., on broom corn 1899 880 

Moore & Gill, Kansas City, v. E. O , St. J. & C. B. , on car of merchandise. 1888 676 

Moore, N., Van Meter, v. 0., R. I. &P., on wheat to Chicago 1897 53 

Moorman, Mark, Newton, v. C. R. I. &P., household goods 1908 298 

Moran & McManus, Adair, v. C, R. I. &P., on merchandise 1885 650 

Morris, Daniel, Lawn Hill, v. O. &N.-W., minimum carload 1882 459 

Murray, Geo. P., Wiota, v. C, M. & St. P., on emigrant movables 1891 778 

Nichols, Pliny, West Liberty, v. O , R. I. &P., on stock for fairs 1881, 141, 1884 667 

Nicholson, H , Maple River Junction, v. C. &N.-W., on emigrant movables 1888 710 

Norton, C. W., Durant, v. O , R. I. &P. andC, M. &8t. P., onlivestock 1884 620 

Nye, J. P., Essex, v. 0., B. &Q., on corn 1888 724 

Nye & Bourne, Grundy Center, v. B., O. R. &N., excessive rates 1888 788 

Orrosby, A. L. , Emmets burg, v. B. , O. R^&N., on carriage, interstate 1896 99 

Owens, A. Carlisle, v. 0., B. &Q., excessive freight charges 1894 248 

Packard, 8. B.» Marshalltown, v. Iowa Central, on shipment of cattle 1908 226 

Pearson & Hayton, Hereon, v. u. &N.-W., grain 1899 96 

Persons, B. D., Blencoe, v. C. & N.-W. etal., oncarof posts 1889 1068 

Plummer, J. W. &Son, New Hartford, v. 111. Cent., apples, Interstate. 1899 109 

Powers, T. B., Scran ton, v. C, &N.-W,, live stock and agricultural implements... 1898 41 

Preston, F. B., Adel, v. D. M. N, & W., on empty egg cases 1891 769 

Radwich, S., Davis City, v. 0., B. &Q., passenger fare 1888 750 

Reasoner, Mrs. H. M,, Reasoner, v. C, R. I. &P., onlivestock 1889 1068 

Redhead, George S., Des Moines, v. D. M. & K. C. . on young bulls 1896 96 

Reinberger & Shroeder, Des Moines, v. C. &N.-W., onfurniture, K. D 1886 514 

Reuken & Tammen, Parkersburg, v. 111. Cent. , on brick in carloads 1888 691 

Riburn, Thomas, New Albin, v. C, M., & St. P. and B , C. R. &N., on bull 1884 582 

Risley, T, E. D., Shenandoah, v. C, B. &Q., on horses, lack of joint rates 1895 150 

Ritchie, W. S. & Son, Muscatine, v. B., C. R. &2f.. etal., on car of oats 18S6 688 

RippeyCoalCo., Rippey, v. C, M. & St. P. , on coal 1889 1086 

Roberts, F., Coon Rapids, v. C, B. &Q., on account of overweight 1898 83 

Roberts, J. &Co., Columbus, Neb., C, B. &Q., onshelledcorn 1884 547 

Rogers, Warr«n. Marathon, v. C. &N.-W., on emigrant moveables 1888 722 

Rosegrant, S. C, Galva, v. C. &N.-W., on oil meal 1885 511 

Rosenberg, Isaac, Traer, v. B , C. R. &N., on merchandise 1884 508 

Saucer, W. H., Ackley, v. 111. Cent., on marble. 1888 689 

Schnoor, Mrs. O., v. U. S. Express Co., on box of merchandise 1902 2OT 

Scott, O. B., Peterson, v. U. 8. Ex. Co. organ MW 42 

^ Shenk, Walter, Burlington, v. 0., M. &St P., on passenger ticket 1885 625 

Shearer, F. W., Ida Grove, v C. &N.-W., on telephone poles 1884 687 

Sheldon, H. C. , Tingley, v. C. , B . & Q. , minimum weight on sheep 1895 201 

Shultz, H. E., Dows, v. B., C. R. & N ., on show case. 1884 632 

Smith, E. H., Dubuque, v. 111. Cent., etal., on goods for statefair ... 1884 640 

Smith, E R., etal., Fairfield, v. C, R. I. &P., onlivestock 1898 73 

Smith, H. C, New Hartford, v. I1L Cent., onhousehold goods 1884 605 

Smith, H. D., MonticeUo, v. C, M &St. P., onfeed 1882 668 

Smith, H. „D. , M onticello, v, III. Cent , et al. , joint ratei refused 1891 762 

Smith, S. , et al. , New Market, v. 8t. L. , K & N . -W, , on household goods 1886 608 

Smith &Shaul, Quimby, v. K. 0., S. J. & C. B. t on car apples 1890 860 

Stacy, A. I., Stacyville, v. III. Cent., interstate 1901 628 

Srarlin, John, Missouri Valley, v. Wabash, on stone 1884 498 
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Steer, William M., West Branch, v. B., C. R. & N. R'y Co., on coal 1884 691 

• Steeves, J. 0., Page Center, v. H. & S. a»d C, B. & Q., joint rates refused 1892 853 

Stevens, J. T., Bentonsport, v. C. R. I. P 1908 815 

Stow, A. E., Castana, v. C. & N. -W , on old wagon 1900 IBS 

Tasker, Thomas Q., Onslow, v. C. &N.-W., on corn 1887 728 

Tasker, K. 8., Onslow, v. C, M. & Sc P., on corn to Chicago 1898 131 

Taylor, H. L., East Peru, v. C, B. &Q., etal., on emigrant movables 1898 211,223 

Teal, C, Ocheydan, v. B., C. R. &N., on general merchandise 1885 619 

Tennessee Cedar and Timber Co. , Wanamaker, v. C. , B. & Q. , et aL , on account 

of stakes on cars • 1898 58 

Thomas, A. K., Des Moine>, v. C, B. & Q., on cow 1887 781 

Tuttle, L., Lawrence, Kan., v. M. & St. L., on hay 1886 498 

Vorse, F. W., Des Moines, v. M. & St. L., on agricultural implements 1884 645 

Voss, Pred, Logan, v. C. &N.-W., on emigrant movables 1889 1059 

Wagner, Phil, Des Moines, v. C. &N.-W., on emigrant movables 1891 750 

Watson, Mrs., Sioux City, v. K. C, St. J. & C. B , etal., on household goods 1883 6f9 

Watson, J. A., Hull, v. C, M. & St. P., on emigrant movables, interstate 1896 162 

Webb, Q. B., Rhodes, v. Adams Express Co. 1909 161 

Webb, Henry, Kew, v. C, B. &Q., exorbitant rates .... 1888 626 

Weir, H. C, Mt. Pleasant, v. C, B. &Q., on live stock by weight 1889 1049 

Weir, R. H., Winthrop, Dak., v. B., C. R. & N., on household goods 1885 568 

Wells, Geo., Germania, v. B., C. R. &N., grain to Chicago 1898 65 

Weston, F. E., Carroll, v. C. &N.-W , on hay 1898 60 

Wheelock, G. H., Germania&C. M. & St. Paul, on stock cattle 1901 611 

Williams, Imp. Co., Dubaque, v. B., C. R. & N., goods not shipped O. R 1884 628 

Williams, R. R., Keb, v. C, B &Q. t on house 1897 96 

Wilson, J. C, Harper, v. C, R I. &P., on carriage 1892 844 

Wilson, E. L. Truro, v. C. G. W., on buggy.... 1896 117 

Wiss Bros., Alta, v. Ill Cent. , on live stock prior to acceptance of commissioners' 

rates and pending injunction proceedings 1894 283 

Wiswell, E R., Rolfe, v. C. &N.-W , on hay 1888 718 

Witham, J. W., Des Moines, v. D. M. & K. C, in passenger fare 1892 849 

Wright, W. T., Oskaloosa, v. C. &N.-W. etal., on passenger ticket 1887 733 

Yaggy, E H., Audubon, v. B., C. R. &N., on emigrant movables 1885 683 

Yocum, A., etaL, Van Cleve, v. C, St. P. &K. C, tickets to state fair 1889 1061 

Yomng, Charles, Taintor, v. Iowa Cent. , on emigrant movables 1891 756 

Younger, J. W., Winterset, v. C. &N.-W., ear of wheat 1902 269 

Zangs, H. A., Ottumwa, v. C, B. & K. C, on whisky 1884 698 

Overcharge, refunded in case of violation of long and short haul clause 1894 279 

Ovbb Crossings— eeeCrotsing. 

Overflow— see Drainage, Damage*, Obstruction. 

Ownership and Control, of Railroads bt Government— see Government 

Owners* Risk— 

Contract exempting common carrier from liability not authorized by law 1883 416 

Law concerning 1834, 628; 1893 831 

Complaints Concerning— 

Campbell, Daniel, Blencoe, v. 8. C. &P., and C. &N.-W., damages 1883 466 

Crawford, W. H„ Hampton, v. Iowa Cent., on bulk flaxseed 1881 138 

Ericlaon, C. A., Meservy, v. M. C. & Ft. D , released shipments 1893 831 

Shanks & Coats, West Mitchell, v. C. , B. & Q. et al .1883 553 

Walton, Charles, Paton, v. C, R. I. & P., damage for breakage i89o 878 

Williams, Imp. Co., Dubuque, v. B , C. R. &N., carrier's liability unaffected.. 1884 628 

Williams, W.L., Corning, v. C, B. &Q., in shipment of dairy products 1886 610 

PALACE Stock Car9— 

Fields & Br o., W. M., Cedar Falls, v. all lines, extra charge for 1392 839 

Passbngers Carried on Freight Trains— see Train /Service. . 

Passengers Fares— see also Overcharge. 

Discussed at national convention of com mLssio 1 ers 1891 ja gg 

InNew York Ig73 53 

OnC, R. I. & P. R'y, reduction in 1906 283 

Reduction discussed 1887, 47; 1889 48 

Ten cents extra on failure to purchase tickets— see also Ejection from train, 1891 780 

With reference to improved condition of roads 1891 26 
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PASSENGER FARES, COMPLAINTS CONCERNING - Year PBKft 

Armour, Vomey, Livermore, v. M. &St L., extra fare paid on train 1892 835 

Baker, T.M., Camming, v. C. G. W., excessive passenger fare 1894 285 

Bradford, W. E., Britt, v. C. , M &St. P., excessive passenger rates 1883 712 

Crosby, C. F., South English, v. C, R. 1. &P., excessive 1879 27 

Carl, C. E. , Bloomfleld, v. C, B. &Q , advertised excursion rates refused 18S8 637 

Cade, R. C, Carroll, v. C. &N.-W., on railway ticket 1897 69 

Damroaier, William, Newton, v. C, R. I. &P., not part of freight charges ... . . 1896 149 

Danner, W. W. , Des Moines, for Holiness Association, camp meeting rates 1S94, 825; 1896 198 

Day, Homer, Blythedale, Mo., v. C, B. &Q., fare paid on train 1892 881 

Dundon, John, Whiting, v. C. &N.-W, overcharge in 1908 248 

Frazier, J. 8., Nevada, v, C. & N -W.. overcharge on account of longest route.... 1897 121 

Grand Jury, Boone county, v. C. &N.-W., illegal and excesive 1900 800 

Gsonewoldt, Wm., Nashville, v. C. &N.-W., discrimination in. 1901 611 

Harris, A., Avoca, v. C, R. I. &P., overcharge in 1881 127 

Herring, I., Des Moines, v. C. St. P. &K.C 1892 860 

Howard, B. A., Fairfield, v. C, St. P., M. &O., fare paid on train 1892 861 

Iowa Leather and Saddlery Co. , Des Moines, v. O. & St. L. , inquiry 1897 110 

Ives, G. J., in re B., a R.&N., reduced rates to Y. M. C. A. secretaries 1892 854 

Leeds Improvement Co., v. III. Cent., five cent fare to Leeds 1889 1686 

Linderman, A.. , Epworth, v. 111. Cent., car companies be compelled to Issue com- 
mutation tickets % 1897 80 

McEvoy, E. P., Osgood, v. C, R. I. &P., failure to observe contract 1901 482 

Madison, E. P., Ottumwa, v. C, B. &Q., stop-over checks 1880 76 

Parr, F. J ., Ft. Dodge, v. B., C. R. &N., overcharge 1900 180 

Poorman, D. A., Dos Moines, v. C, B. &Q., extra fare paid on train 1891 886 

Springer. A., Prairie City, v. C, R. I. &P., refusal to redeem tickets. 1886 680 

Stevenson, E. C, Rockwell City, v. D. M. N. & W., discrimination 1886 188 

Stewart, A. D. , Yale, v. C, M. &St. P., petition for refund of excess 1896 229 

Tracer, L. D. , Des Moines, letter concerning excess paid on train. 1879 81 

Weston, A A, Victor, v. C, R. I. &P., overcharge, 1898 66 

White, D F , Grinnell, v. C, R. I. &P., 10 cents extra paid on train 1895 281 

Witham, J. W., Spirit Lake, v. B., C. R. &N., excessive 1886 678 

Passes to shippers of live stock 1888 640 

Weitzell, S. E., Gowrie, v. C, R. I. &P., right of shippers to 1900 180 

Patronage for Hotel, Solicitation of— see Omnibus Privileges. 

Pa vino, carriers must pave between and one foot outside of rails in streets 1884 7T 

Penalties, for failure to apply commissioners' rate s, agreement concerning 1889 85 

Percentage of Iowa Tonnage— see Tonnage. 

Percentage to short lines 1878, 15; 1879, 65-69; 1883, 787; 1898 88 

Perishable Property, Delay in Handling— see Damages. 

Perkins, C. E., president C, B. &Q., letter of, on long and short haul 1886 487 

Letter of, adopting commissioners' rates 1889 20 

Personal Injury— 

Frazier, James, Paullina, v. C. &N.-W., thrown out of buggy 1884 621 

Hill, Enoch, Mitchellville, v. C. R. I. & P., mail pouch thrown from train 1896 120 

Martin, F. A. , Washington, v. C. , R. I. & P 1882 681 

Reid, Chas., Wessington, v. B., C. R. &N., damages on account of 1888 670 

Stephen, C. W., Woodward, v. C, M. &St. P., In caboose in collision 1888 716 

Stringham, Alonzo, Kellerton, v. C, B. &Q., damages for 1896 262 

Physical Condition of Roads, Improved 1896 4 

Platforms, height of, at stations 1889 1071 

Platforms at Railroad Crossings— see Joint Stations. 

Political situation in Iowa discussed. 1888 44,46 

Pools and Pooling— 

Discussion of 1878, 48; 1889, 69; 1882, 48; 1883, 42,66; 1894 861 

Discussion of, in national convention of commissioners 1894 861 

Effectof, on trade and commerce 1886 66 

Failure of, as a method of controlling rate 1886 67,68 

Forbidden by law , 1888 648 

Legality of.... 1887 89 

Paperon, by Peter A. Dey 1894 801 
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Pool and Pooling— Continued. Year Page 

Pooling contracts, sanctions for 1887 42 

"Popular and Legal Views Concerning, " Judge Cooley 1880 84 

Potter, T. J. t letteron 1883 647 

PoeTiro or Tariffs -see Tariffs. 

Poultry, Live, Provisions for Shipment of— 

Gentner, W. H., Farmington, v. C..B. &K. C 1888 49 

Power of Commissioners— see A uthorUy; also Commissioners. 

Prepaid Charges— see Charges, Rates, Prepayment; also Freight Charges. 

Prepayment of Charges— « 

Carpenter, C. O., Chicago, v. B., C. R. &N., on melons 1901 516 

Conesville, Carpenter, C. O. , of, v. B. , C. R. & N. , guarantee of charges on per- 
ishable freight 1896 40 

Doyle, Charles T , Panora, v. C. &N.-W., on household goods 1883 688 

Prepayment, no discrimination allowable. (Diamond Jo case) 1889 1074 

Present Cash Value— see Value. 

Private Claims— see also Damages. 
Commissioners no authority to collect 1889 1083 

Private Sidetracks— see Side Tracks. 

Pbocedurb before railroad commissioners 1892 21-89 

Proportion of Earnings to Short Lines— see Percentage to Short Lines. 

Pro-rating discussed in re Merrill v. K. & W 1888 739 

In Iowa, discussed 1884 6 

For "feeding" lines 1879 65 

Prosperity of roads 1891 4 

Protection from Crossings— see Crossing. 

Public Warehouses— see Warehouses^ Public. . 

Publicity of railroad matters desirable 1878 71 

Purdy, W. Q., vice-president C. , R.I. &P., earnings discussed by 1889 8 

Letter of, on cash value of railroads.., , 1888 42, 43 

/■NUOTATIONS of Rates by Agents Binds Carriers— see Rates, 



RAILROAD Question— 
Address by Thomas M. Cooley 1891 29 

Anderson, Commissioner, paper on, by 1883 53 

Discussion of .. 1884 4-80 

In its relation to accounts and statistics of companies 1896 400 

Origin and problem of , Adams 1881 H] 

Smith, Spencer, Commissioner, on 1889 21 

Railroad Situation in the West. Paper by Gen. G. M. Dodge 1888 P9 

Railroads— 
Abandonment of road and taking up track— see Abandonment of Road. 

Are public highways 1881, 77; 1888 54 

Classification of, "A," "B," "C" 1881 85 

Crossing railroad, failure to stop at— see Crossing Stop. 
Elevation of —see Topographical Discussion. 

History of —see also History 1880 289 

In hands of receivers— see Receivers. 

In the West, situation of, General Dodge 1888 89 

Law s ■ ooo Laws Relating to Railways. 
Legislation concerning— see Legislation. 
Ownership or control by government— see Government. 

Present cash value of, letters concerning, etc 1887, 181-147; 1888 861 

Progress of railroad building discussed 1881 77 

Stockholders and public equally interested in prosperity of 1888 54 

Their origin and problems, Adams 1881 81 

Their relation to the territory they were built to serve 1886 60, 53 

When in private business cannot discriminate in favor of themselves 1889 1040 
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Bailroad CoMMi88iON-KRg— Year Page 

Additional powers of, discussed— see also Commissioners, authority of 1885 56 

Authority of, discussion concerning law granting additional power to 1884 42, 81 

Conference of— see Commissioners. 

Convention of 1881 16* 

Discussion of , by Judge Cooley 1888 45 

List of Iowa commissioners— see Commissioners. 

Law discussed 1885 86 

Madeelective •. 1889 28 

National convention of, at Columbus— see also Commissioners 1878 78, 7* 

Report to the Cullom committee on interstate commerce 1885 88 

Rates, Freight— for passenger rates, see Passenger Fares. 

Adoption of commissioners' rate* by railroads, February, 1889 1889 29, 80 

Agreement of companies to adopt commissioners' schedule 1889 85 

Application by Iowa trunk lines for advance in 1894 184 

Application of Iowa rates to shipments beginning and ending in Iowa though 

passing outside in transit, denied '. 1908 828,868 

Based solely on comparison with rates in other states.. 1*94 198 

A° between through lines and local lines, percentages. 1893 88 

Authority of commissioners to make, under law of 1878 1889 25 

Carload rates on mixed cars of linseed and carbon oils 1892 844 

Carriers no ground for complaint at reduction of by public authority to the average 

It voluntarily accepts. InL Com Com. .1891 10 

Carriers using class A rates on interstate business cannot plead for class B locally, 

when such rates discriminate against Iowa. B., C. R. &N 1890 871 

Cer ro Gordo and Ida counties, citizens of, petition of, to reduce 1895 220 

Change in, by amendment to cla siflcation No. 12 1902 217 

Coal, ice, etc., for less than five miles 189a 906, 922; 1891 729 

Coal, petition for advance in for 200 miles and upwards. 1892 791 

Coal, protest of operators against advance in 1894 191 

Coal, rates from Pea Moines Mines to M. & St. L. towns in northern Iowa 1908 290 

Coal rates, investigation of, ordered by Twenty-seventh General Assembly 1899 9 

Coal, schedule in 1880 " ... 1880' 28, 87 

Coal, schedule suggested by Governor Larrabee in Glenwood case 1887 688 

Commissioners', apply on shipments from point to point in Iowa, though passing 

outside in transit 1892 88, 89 

Commissioners', criticised by W. G. Purdy, vice-president C. , R. I. &P 1888 41, 42 

Commissioners', effect of on purely local roads 1891 18, 14 

Commissioners', effect on Iowa business 1891,9, 16; 1894 216 

Commissioners', intended to afford relief to business interests of state and give 

reasonable compensation for service. 1888 86 

Commissioners', original schedule, higher than voluntary by carriers. 1888 88 

Commissioners', promulgated under law of 188S 1883, 85; 1889 933 

Commissioners', schedule and classification No. 12 1901 189 

Commissioners', proven satisfactory 1892 25 

Commissioners', reasonable maximum a check on rate wars 1891 4 

Commissioners', schedule, applies to shipments beginning and ending in Iowa, 

though passing outside in transit 1895 216 

Commissioners', schedules, tffect of as applied to C , R. I. & P. , local traffic 1888 764 

Commissioners', schedule, in Dubuque shippers' case 1888 798 

Commissioners', schedule, effect of as applied to C. , B. & Q. traffic in Iowa 1888 816,817 

Commissioners', what was taken into consideration in fixing 1838 85 

Commissions paid for business, evidence of, too high. Int. Com. Com'n 1891 10 

Commodity, to manufacturers in Iowa impracticable to grant 1894 199 

Comparison the proper method of judging a tariff 188-}, 764, 784, 815 ; 1884 191 

Comparison of, in Wisconsin, Minnesota, Missouri, Indiana, Illinois, Ohio and 

Michigan, with Iowa distance tariff 1888, 757, 785, 801; 1894 198 

Comparison of, between Chicago and Iowa points, and Davenport, Dubuque and 

Burlington and Iowa points for same distances 1888, 762, 790,805,812 

Comparative table of, for distances five miles to 480 miles 1879 10, 12 

Competition In, orequalityof 1886 83 

Complaints of, usually from non-competitive points 1882 50 

Conspiracy concerning, charge of not sustained 1888 766 

Corn, from point to point In Iowa unreasonable 1886 54 

Crosby, G. H., freight auditor C, R. I. P., concerning effect of 1888 45 

Cutting, effect of, on revenue— see, also, Hate Wars 1831 4 
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Haftas, Fbeigut— Continued. Year Pag© 

Cut rates or rebates, burden of borne by public instead of carriers 1891 10 

Davenport shippers' complaint 1888 7C7 

Decrease of. 1889 173 

Differential 1882 S3 

Disastrous effect of lack of uniformity in 1888 48 

Discussed in • 'Railroad Question"— see Railroad Question, 

Discussed 1879, 63, C5, 70: 1881 

Discussion of, by President Perkins of C, B. &Q 1884 10 

Discussedat national convention of commissioners.-. 1891 80, 85 

Discrimination between stations and shippers 1883 61 

Discrimination in, against localities 1885 44 

Discrimination in, just and unjust 1880 179 

Discrimination in, evil effects of 1883 55 

Discrimination in, to Iowa jobbing centers 1881 53 

Distances for over 400 miles 1889 11C3 

Earned, distribution of among expenses '. 1885 54 

Earnings in Iowa under commissioners' 1891 13 

Effects of adoption of class A on roads entitled to 80 per cent, higher 1891 14 

Elevators favored in 1888 62 

Express, discussed , 1897 5 

Farm products discussed «, 1884 30 

Fixed by board, contested in the courts, discussion of.....^ 1888 35 

Flexibility of , desirable ~ 1886 50 

Fluctuation of . » 1885 43 

General discussion of in reference to wholesalers and retailers ; 1884 71 

Gradual reduction of, comparative tables of v, 18817,16-51 

Grain and other products in Iowa, rates on discussed :v. .... 1884 7-13 

High r>. 1883 93 

How may just rates be determined? etc i893 40t\ -101 

Increaseof 1878 50 

In Iowa on corn, oats, and stock, compared by years 1884 \ 31 

Iowa, railroads receive full amount of allowed by schedule 1894 U6 

Iowa rates, supreme courts opinion on, in Bar ris* case, discussed 1697 & 

Illinois, rates fixed by commissioners not actually charged 1894 115 

Illinois, rates based on mileage percentage of through rates or arbitraries 1894 196 

Interstate on corn, voluntary reduction of by Iowa lines 1884 12 

Interstate, regulation of by state authority not authorized 1882 28 

interstate, discriminating against Iowa points 1885 7\M 

Iowa, » ail i cads receive full amount of allowed by schedule. 1894 196 

Iowa rates, supreme courts opinion on, in Barris case, discussed 1897 9 

outside the state in transit, opinion of United States Supreme Court in Arkansas 

case 1903 863 

Jobbers and retailers equal. 1884 f.O 

Jobbers, withdrawn by railroad companies. 1884 70 

Joint— see Joint Bates. 

Largest immediate returns not necessarily most profitable 1883 41 

Law granting power to fix, $24, literal copy of Illinois law 1888, 81; 1894 204 

Law cannot be construed away by commissioners .*. 1894 199 

Laws of surrounding states, provisions of regarding 1895 vii 

Legislation recommended 1889 43 

Litigation concerning 1889 80 

Live stock in palace cars— see Palace Stock Cars. 

Live stock, in less than car load, requirement of company for attendants, etc 1894 847 

Local, conference between commissioners and railroad officials 1879 9 

Logs in Indiana and Illinois compared with log rates in Iowa » 1891 786 

Logs should be the same as elm wood, opinion by President 0. J. Ives 1891 786 

Logs compared with, rates on manufactured lumber 1891 786 

Losses by competitive made up at non-competitive 1882 48 

Lower, than published tariff, accepted by carrier, conclusive evidence that pub- 
lished rates are unreasonably high— Int. Com. Com'n 1891 10 

Low rates in dull Feasons, no criterion for establishment of new schedule 1889 1095 

Manufacturers in Iowa should have low on raw material 1882 35,45 

Maximum in Iowa higher than in Illinois 1882 28 

Maximum and minimum, discussion of 1885 53 

May legitimately be reduced to average of what is received for railroad service, 

including that qone free or at reduced rates. InL Com. Com'n. 1891 11 
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Mileage on cars furnished by shippers, acts as rebate (Schoonmakcr) 1891 80 

Misquoted by agents— see Liability. 

Nebraska, Justice Brewer's opinion of rates in 1894 198 

Nebraska, not correct basis of comparison with Iowa 1894 198 

On branch lines, not determined by cost of service thereon 1883 45 

Overcharge accruing durin g injunction against commissioners' rates 1894 282 

Percent of increase of in tariff of May 10, 1888, over Illinois rate 1888 762-753 

Percentage of Iowa local to through on C, B. &Q 1888 817 

Percentageof through rates effective in Illinois, but not in Iowa 1895 vii 

Percentage of , allowed to short lines on through business 1879 65 

Per ton per mile compared, 1868 to 1881, for 800 miles 1881 8 

Per ton per mile, from Chicago to Iowa points compared with Iowa rates 1889 1090 

Per ton per mile 1884 29 

Petition of Cerro Gordo and Ida counties for reduction in 1885 z,220 

Posting of— see Tariffs. 

Population and earnings per mile in various states 1894 198 

Power of legislature to delegate power to fix discussed 1888 85-86 

Procedure followed 1892 25 

Producer forgotten in fixing 1882 4P-6 

Proportion of through should not be higher than local 1884 515 

Pro-rating per mile as a rate-making basis 1879 68 

Pro-rate percentage 1891 196 

Pro-rate percentage not permitted west of Mississippi River 1894, 197, 198 ; 1895 vii 

Publicity of, tends to prevent abases 1883 84-61 

Publicity of, good results from 1884 4 

Reasonable, discussion of 1886 29 

Reasonableness and stability of, the first requirement 1883 49 

Reasonable, discussed, paper by Commissioner Fleming, Kentucky 1894 218 

Reasonable, discussed by Judge Brewer 1894 218 

Reasonable, decision of Minnesota supreme court affecting 1897 803 

Reasonableness of, experiment the only test— Judge Brexoer's Decision 1889 82-84 

Reasonable, denned by interstate commerce commission 1891, 10; 1894 218 

Reasonable, defined by Judge Brewer 1894 218,219 

Reasonable, defined by Iowa commit loners 1894 221 

Reasonable, value of railroad property an element in determining 1894 221,227 

Reasonable, discussed 1893 45 

Reasonable, report of committee on at national convention of 1898 40a 

Reduced on several carloads 1880 183 

Reduction in, by railway companies 1890 24 

Reduction of, on grain 1884 9-13 

Reduction, 80 per cent in local, by Illinois railroad commission 1883 26 

Reduction of, not always followed by reduction of gross or net revenue— Judge 

Brewer's Decision 1889 84 

Relation of, to business depression and market price of article hauled 1884 6-8 

Request by commission for temporary reduction of corn rates in Iowa on account 

of partial failure of corn crop 1886 619 

Retail and wholesale— see Carload Bates 

Review of rate hearing in 1894 1895 v 

Revised on request of railroads for 800 miles 1888 85 

Rlppey, E. P., testimony of, concerning effect on C, B. &Q. revenue 1*88 817 

Sand case, Barrisv. 0., B. &Q., maximum rates 1897 9 

Schedule of, adopted in Davenport, Dubuque and Burlington rate cases 1888, 753, 778, 797 

Schedule of, proposed by Commissioner Dey in 1894 case.... 1894 283 

Schedule of— see Schedule of Bates 

Should share prosperity and adversity of locality 1878 49 

Should sympathize with circumstances and conditions of the people 1886 54 

Should they b«v 4 *whattranlo will bear?" 1888 93 

Special to favored shippers 1886 43 

Stability of desirable 1885 48 

Statute concerning cannot be construed away by commission 1894 199 

Success of commissioners' rates due in part to absence of rate wars. 1891 11 

Switching in Des Moines street railway case— see also Switching 1893 790 
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Tariff not always evidence of actual rates charged— Int. Com. Com'n 1891 10 

Tariff of 1879 a result of conference 1879 9-14 

Temporary injunction by Judge Brewer *•: 1888 86 

Territorial, assignment in 1882 61 

Their alleged effect requiring reduction in number of employes 1891 17 

Through,* too low; local, too high 1878 49 

Through and local compared 1881 10 

Through rates as related to local 1882 27 

Uniformity in, desired 1878 49 

United States and Austria-Hungary compared 1881 10 

Viashortest route, shipper entitled to 1891 778 

Voluntarily charged by carriers flx the maximum that can be claimed from the pub- 
lic-//**. Com. Com'n 1891 10 

Whenlowered, can be raised with difficulty 1888 64 

When quoted by agents, carriers are bound by 1886 009 

Which induce largest volume of business at reasonable return for services rendered, 

most profitable to carriers and the public 1883 41 

Wholesale and retail 1880 1821 

Wholesale and retail features of transportation problem 1884 7 

Wholesale and retail justified 1878 2 

With reference to improved condition of roads, discussed 1891 2 

Rates— Freight— Complaints Concerning— 

Armstrong, D. & Co., Farley, v. R'y. Co., discrimination in 1879 15 

Baker Wire Co. , Des Moines, v. Various R'ys, petition for equalization of 1887 714 

Barber, Ed., Glidden, v. C. &N.-W., excessive, on buggy 1884 49-69 

Barclay* Son, West Liberty, v. C, R. I. &P 1901 513 

Barrett, J. B. & Son, Mt. Vernon, v. O. &N.-W., discrimination in on flour 1886 482 

Beeman, C. D., Waukon, v. C, M. & St. P., excess on hard coal, interstate. 1899 109 

Besley, L. C. , Council Bluffs, v. C. , B. & Q. , for restoration of sand rates 1893 246 

Best, W. J. , Villisca, v. C, B. &Q., excess, interstate 1899 72 

Boies, Horace, governor, v. B., C. R. &N., petition for reduced on round trip ship- 
ments of stock cattle 1898 246 

Brazil Coal Co. , Chicago, v. C, M. & St. P. , on coal, refusal to apply Iowa rates as 

proportion of through rate 1896 185 

Buchanan, W., etal., Kansas City, v. C, R.I. & P. on lumber 1901 4S6 

Bufflngton, B. P. &Co., Red Oak, v. C, B. &Q., excessive on wheat 1879 30 

Burlington, shippers of, v. C, B. &Q., etal., extortionate of May 10, 1838 1888 797 

Butler, Wm., Clarinda, v. Wabash, against grain loaded from wagons 1888 711 

CJade, H. Lenox, attendant with live stock shipments, L. C. L 1894 817 

Carpenter, E. E., v. C , M. & St. P. et ai , joint 1900 5, 127 

Cerro Gordo and Ida counties, petition of citizens of , for lower freight rates 1805 x, 220 

Chamberlain & Co. Winthrop, v. 111. Cent., on flour 1887 CS1 

Chasc&Co., Red Oak, v. C, B. &Q., excessive on wheat 1879 31 

C,8t. P. &K C, ruling on reduced rates for seed grain 1892 838 

Coil Exchange, Boone, v.. C. &N'-W., discrimination on coal 1884 559 

Coal rate^, in Iowa, investigation of 1899 19 

Coker, Henry, and board of trade, Council Bluffs, v. C. , R. I. & P. , extortionate 

oncoal, and discrimination 1838 834 

Cole, J. S. & Son, Greene, v. B., C. R. &N., proportion of through rates should 

not be higher than local 1884 524 

Conway, J. A., Chariton, v. C, B. &Q , on excess of ten head of live stock 1896 108 

Council Bluffs board of trade v. C. & N. -W. , O. & St. L. , K. C. , St. J. & C. B. , 
unreasonable and discriminative, petition ^ for adoption of commissioners 1 

schedule 1889 1051 

•Crystal Mill Co., Council Bluffs, v. K. C, St. J. & C. B. on flour 1883 715 

Daugherty, J. F., Sup'r., Keokuk, v. St. L. , K. & N. W., excessive on coaL 1895 217 

Davenport shippers of, v. Various R'ys, extortionate of May 10, 1888 1888 753 

Davenport shippers, petition of for revision of, on B., C. R. & N., on basis of inter- 

staterates 18891084,1087 

Davenport, shippers of, v. B., C. R. & N. etal., petition for establishment of class 

Arates 1889 1022, 1087 
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Dennis, J. B. , Traer, v. B. , 0. R. & N. , excessive on merchandise 1884 615 

D. M.N. & W., on ha y, petition of, for an advance in 1896 166 

Dickey, Wm. (*., Maxwell, v. C, M. ft St. P. etal., on coal 1887 779 

Dickey, Wm. G., Maxwell, v. 0., M. & St. P., unreasonable on coal 1888 676 

Donahue, Robert, Burlington, v. railway companies, on iron 1894 327 

Dollttle, M. B., Cresco, v. C, M. & St. P., discrimination on hay 1888 711 

Dora, A. A., Neola, v. C. , R. I. & P. , excessive on hogs to Omaha 1888 670 

Downs, J. C, Albia, v. 0.. B. &Q., discrimination in lumber rates 1879 34 

Dubnque, citizens of, v. 0., M. &St. P., extortionate 1881 144 

Dubuque, shippers of, v. 0. , M. & St. P. et aL , extortionate of May, 1888. .... 1888 778 

BUyson, Zed, West Liberty, v. B., 0. R. &N., onhorse 1886 611 

Express companies, law concerning rates. 1896 4 

Fassett & Hanson, Stanton, v. 0. , B. &Q., on cattle 1879 86 

Fleming, W. &J., McGregor, v. 0., M. & St. P., excessive on lumber 1880 7 

Foster, Suel, Muscatine, v. B., 0. R. &N., on small and large shipments, long 

and short hauls. 1885 567 

Fowler company, Waterloo, v. III. Cent., discrimination in, on apples 1836 484 

Gasper Bros., Klngsley, v. C. &N.-W. , extortionate local inlowa 1888 692 

Groneweg & Schoentgen, Council Bluffs, v. K. C, St. J. & 0. B., excessive 1882 638 

Groneweg & Schoentgen, Council Bluffs, v. K. 0., St. J. & C. B., unreasonable. 1883 604 

Harris, H. P., Des Moines, v. 0., R. I. &P., excessive on wood. 1884 606 

Hay rates, Rodgers, etal., Britt, petition for reduction 1896 27 

Haver, J. & Co. , Tingley, v. 0. , B. & Q. , exorbitant on corn to Chicago 1888 741 

Heaton Fuel Co. , Council Bluffs, v. C, R. I. &P., excessiveon coal 1888 708 

Hemmingway, M., Hampton, attendant with L. 0. L. livestock 1894 847 

Hershey Lumber Co. , Muscatine, v. B., 0. R. & N., change without notice 1888 665 

Hewitt, 8. M., Hamburg, v. K. C, 8t. J. & C. B., et al., excessive rates 1882 688 

Hlgley, B. B. Co., Mason City, v. Willmar & S. F., improper application of class 

"Crates. 1902 803 

HU1, JohnN., Ft. Dodge, v. M. &St. L., discrimination in 1882 667 

Hogaboom, S. R., Creston, v. O., B. &Q. , higher for short than long hauls 1895 226 

Humeston & Shenandoah R'd Co., application of * 4 A" rates to t 1899 108 

Hummer, Geo. , Mercantile Co. , Iowa City, v. B. , C. R. & N. , excessive, interstate 1899 67 

Huntington, W. A. , Calmus, v. O. & N. -W., extortionate on coal 1888 606 

Hose, S. E. , Coon Rapids, v. O. , M. & St. P., excessive, short coal haul 1887 722 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1887 728 

Iowa Central, application for increase on live stock 1894 347 

Iowa State Jobbers and Manufacturers' association v. Iowa trunk lines, petition 

for restoration of former 1886 635 

Iowa State Jobbers and Manufacturers' association v. Iowa trunk lines, petition 

for reduction in Iowa rates to correspond with reduction in interstate rates 1894 288 

Iowa'trunk lines, petition of, for advance in Iowa rates 1894 184 

Ives, CD., general freight agent, B., C. R. &N., as special committee Western 

Freight association, application for withdrawal of stock and cattle rates 1891 728 

Jameson, Leon, Adel, inquiry of, eoncernlng right of large and small shippers to 1888 887 

Judd, A. T., etal., v. various lines excessive, on breeding animals 1884 498 

Kanau, Sprenkle, Imogene, v. Wabash, on corn to Chicago 1888 704 

Keefe, James, Ft. Dodge, v. M. & St. L., unreasonable on coal 1889 1004 

King, H. G., Mt. Union, v. 0., B. &Q., on grain, interstate. 1903 828 

Kingsley, citizens of , v. O. & N.-W., exce-sive 1888 608 

Lane Implement Co. , Red Oak, v. 0. , B. & Q. , higher charge for short than for 

long distances 1895 175 

Larrabee, Gov. William, v. C, B. &Q., discrimination in, on coal 1887 624,670 

Lehigh, citizens of, v. Crooked Creek Railway company, unreasonable 1878 28 

Lighthall. B., Alden. v. IlL Cent., discrimination in 1882 664 

Manatrey, J. P. , Fairfield, v. C, B. & Q. , on live stock, L. O. L. , passenger fare 

for attendant accompanying not authorized ^ 1894 276 

Mason City & Ft. Dodge Railroad company, application for increase in 1890 906 

McClintock, William, West Union, v. B„ C. R. &N., excessive 1879 17 

Merrill, J. H. &Oo., Ottumwa, v. K. & W., discrimination in 1888 789 

Merrill & Keeney, Des Moines, v. C. & N. -W. et al. , on furniture C. L 1883 678 

28 
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Merrill ScKeeneycase, to jobbers and retailers 1884 60 

Miller etal., Mt. Pisgah, v. O. & N.-W., excessive 1800 164 

Minneapolis Lumber Co. , Belmond, v. M. C. &Ft. D. , coal 1892 848 

Mitchell, 0. W. , Dubnque, v. all lines, implements returned for repairs 1882 883 

Muffly, H. W., Osage, v. 111. Cent., discrimination in, on wheat 1879 lo 

Nye & Bourne, Grundy Center, v. B. , C. B. & N. et al. , on merchandise 1883 733 

Oskaloosa Water Co., Oskaloasa, v. Cent. Iowa, excessive, switching 1886 690 

Ottumwa Iron Works v. C, R.I.&P., application for special 18S2 482 

Palm, W. J., Grundy Center, v. B., C. B. &N., interstate on coal 1896 281 

Pierce, J. K. , Lockridge, v. O. , B. &Q. , excessive on coal 1887 696 

Baney Bros , Fairfield, v. Railway Companies, on paving brick 1897 111 

Rand Lumber Co., Burlington, v. C, B. &Q., on lumber 1882 550 

Red Oak township, trustees of, etal., v. C, B. &Q., rates, rebates, etc 1882 554 

Reeves, Henry, Deoorah, v. O. , M. & St. P., excessive on hogs, interstate 1899 106 

Ritchie, W. S., Muscatine, v. C, M., & St. P., excessive on potatoes 1880 133 

Risk, O. O. , Fairfield, v. C. , B. &Q., on corn 1887 686 

Robinson, C. W., Dubuque, v. B., O. R. &N., discrimination excessive 1882 600 

Rodefer, J. W., Council Bluffs, v. O. &N.-W., transfer charges 1879 88 

Saucer, W. H. Ackley, v. III. Cent., on marble 1883 68 

Shaver & Dows, Cedar Rapids, v. joint western classification, crackers 1883 656 

Shepherd & Carpenter, Iowa City, v. C, R. I. &P., etal., non-competitive 1883 687 

Smith, H. D., Montioello, v. C, M. & St. P., excessive 1882 588 

Smith Bros., Waterloo, v. B., O. R. &N., on hard coal 1888 676 

Smytha, Robert, v. O. &N.-W., protest against increase in 1878 8 

Spencer Bros. , Randolph, v. C, B. & Q., excessive. 1882 540 

Squires & Son et aL, Milo, v. C, B. & Q., excessive 1886 511,612 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Coffin . 1886 612 

State of Iowa, by Governor Larrabee, v. O. , B. &Q., discrimination in, on coal... 1887 624,670 

Stewart, John J. , Council Bluffs, v. C. & N.-W. et al. , on live stock 1879 26 

Stocker, etal., v. railway companies , discrimination in, on various commodities. . . 1878 7 

Stotts & Houston, Extra, v. 0. , R . I. & P. , discrimination in, on stove 1878 20 

Summers, William & Sons, Ft. Atkinson, v. C, M. & St. P., special 1884 180 

Sweet, A. L., Chicago, v. C. &N.-W., through rates on coal 1895 178 

Taylor, J. C. , Des Moines, v. C, B. &Q., discrimination in 1882 531 

Townsend, J. W., Eahoka, Mo., v. 0., R. I. &P., excessive on oats 1886 574 

Van Valkenberg, A. B. , Ames, excessive 1879 21 

Webb, Henry, Kew, v. C, B. & Q., exorbitant 1883 626 

Whitebreast Fuel Co . et al . , application of, for advance in coal rates 1892 791 

White, W. Q. , Bllston, v. C. , B. & Q., application of, « *A" rates to H. & S. R'y.... 1899 103 

Whiting, T. H., Clermont, v. B., C. R. &N., excessive on tile 1887 753 

Wood, W. A., Harvester Co., St. Paul, commissioners' rates apply on shipments 

beginning and ending in Iowa, though passing outside in transit 1895 216 

York, J., Zenorsville, v. O. & N. -W. , on coal 1888 836 

Rate Wars— see also Rates. 

Discussion of, by Charles Francl9 Adams 1883 89 

Discussed in relation to earnings 1891 16 

In 1881 1882 82 

Reasonable Rate* fob Switching Cabs— see Switching. 

Reasonable Rates— see Rates. 

Rebates. 

Allowed to Omaha and refused to Council | Bluffs 1886 537 

Carriers should not discriminate in between shippers . 1883 708 

General practice of carriers to grant 1888 765 

Merrill & Keeaey, Des Moines, v. O. &N.-W. etal., on furniture 1888 678 

Should they be allowed? 1885 38-42 

Tasker, A. C.andT. G., Onslow, v. O. & N.-W., on hay 1886 ' 684 

Winkler, J. W., Woodward, v. 0., M. & St. P., on grain and live stock 1883 706 

Re-Billing— see Through Billing. 

Reoeivebs. Roads in hands of 1890, 8; 1891 17 

Receiving and Forwarding Cabs— jee Refusal to Receive and Forward Can, 
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* % Reciprocity." 

Hoffman, A. G., Plato, v. B., 0. R. &N., in demurrage charges 1893 238 

Reduced Passenger Fare— see Passenger Fare. 

Reduced Rates on Corn, Cattle, Carloads of Commodities, Etc.— see Rates. 

On Round Shipments of Stock Cattle— see Bates. 

Refrigerator Cars. 

Fowler, C W. , Rowan, v. B. , O. R. & N. , failure to use, veal damaged 1895 166 

HiseBros., Washington, v. C, R. I. &P., for dairy products 1886 538 

Hughey & Son, Wirt, v. H. & 8. , refusal to furnish 1884 564 

Marshall & Son, Chariton, v. C, B. &Q., failure to furnish 1884 597 

Shaver Cheese Co., Cedar Rapids, v. B., C. R. &N„ rights of shippers 1894 805 

Refunding of Overcharge— see Overcharge. 

Shank&Coats, West Mitchell, v. C, R & Q 1883 550 

Sweezey & Borman, Newell, v. III. Cent 1883 539 

Refusal to Carry Passengers on Freight Trains— see Train Service. 

Refusal to Furnish Refrigerator Cars— see Regrigerator Cars also Failure to 
Furnish Cars. 

Refusal to Furnish Cars— see Failure to Furnish Cars. 

Refusal to Switch— see Switching. 

Refusal of Use of Private Switch for Loading Oars— see Side Track. 

Refusal to Allow Loading of Oars from Wagons— see Rights of Shippers. 

Refusal to Receive and Forward Freight and Oars 1878 16 

Opinion of Attorney General Mullan with reference to duty of railway companies 1903 265 

Beed, William G., Hampton, v. 111. Cent., to send cars off its own line 1888 671 

Bernard Bros., Malcom, v. C, R. I. &P 1895 189 

Berry, A. A. Seed Co., v. 0. &N.-W 1903 268 

Boyd, H. E., Malcom, v. C, R.I. &P., failure to forward coal 1898 91 

Brownell, H., Keokuk, v. C. R. I. P. , refusal to send oars off own line 1900 181 

Carle t on, E. O., Grand Junction, v. C, R. I.'&P. , hog shipment 1892 846 

Converse, 8. A., Cresco, v C. M. & St. P., to haul Burton stock cars 1888 702 

Crawford, R. W., Fort Dodge, v. D. M. &Ft. D., to carry alcohol 1884 580 

Dodge, Daniel, What Cheer, v. C, R. I. &P., coal in carloads 1887 729 

Dorr Cattle Co., Des Moines, v. D. M. N. & W. , refusal to provide cars for slop 

feed 1898 84 

Oreat Western Fuel Co., Gilmorev &N.-W 1885 570 

Greene, J. A., etal. , Stone City, v. C. , M. & St. P., refusal to forward cars of 

stone unless shippers pay the expense of staking and planking the end 1892 860 

Hambleton Milling Co. , Keokuk, v. C, R. I. & P., grain shipments 1895 234 

Hammond, H. E. , Carroll, v. C. R. I. & P. for points on other lines 1858 674 

Hastings, mayor and council of, v. C. , B. & Q. , coal shipments 1880 89 

Hoag, J. M., Maquoketa, v. C , M. & St. P., ponies for State fair 1889 1063 

IowaFuelCo., DesMoines, v. C, St. P. &K. C. , coal shipments 1888 718 

Iowa Central Railway v. C, R. I. &P., flour 1895 187 

Irwin, Phillips & Co. , Keokuk, v. O. , R. I. & P., refusal to make joint rates 1887 717 

Jennings Bros. , Malcom, v. C, R. I. &P 1895 189 

Jerome, F. H., v. 0., B. &Q 1882 446 

Keokuk&D. M. R'yCo., v. D. M. & Ft. D. R'y Co 1878 5 

Leverton, John, Abbott, v. Iowa Central R'y, refusal to allow cars to leave line 1898 86 

Lilburn, Samuel&Oo., Ottumwa, v. 0., R. I. P 1880 77 

McOaull- Webster Grain Co., Minneapolis, v. 111. Cent. RcL Co., oar of grain des- 
tined east 1896 23 

McCaull- Webster Grain Co. et aL , Minneapolis, v. 0. , M. & St. P. et al. , refusal to 

transfer at Council Bluffs 1901 529,531 

McOaull- Webster Grain Co. , v. C . & N. - W. , refusal to transfer, etc 1901 520 

Mitchell, M. W., Warren, v. B. & S. W 1880 119 

' Mutoatine melon shippers v. C. , R. I. & P. , melons 1895 218 

Norris&Co., Prairie City, v. O., R. I. &P., to send oars off its own lines 1896 148 

Perry, N. H., LeMars, v. D. M. & Ft. Dodge 1881 148 

Phillips Fuel Co., Ottumwa, v. 0., B. & Q. etal, 1892 8tf8 

Ranks & Sterzbaoh, Rodman, v. B., O. R. &N. etal 1892 848 

Richards & Black, WapeUo, v. B., C. R. &N 1881 134 
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Risk, Alex, Winthrop, v. 111. Cent 1880 115- 

Smith, B. F., Wellman, v. B. O. R. &N 1891, 840 1899 llfr 

Spenoer, R. H., Algona, v. 0., R. I. P 1908 285 

Standard Lumber Oo. , Dubuque, v. B. &M.....~ 1884 586 

Townsend, LeMars, v. 111. Cent 1888 616- 

Van Houten, B. , Pella, v. O., R.I. P 1881 128 

Vincent, J. F. , Union stock yards, Des Moines, v. C. , R. I. & P. , refusal to deliver 

cars 1896, 106; 1901 888 

Ward, O. H. Oo. , Des Moines, v. C, R. I. & P. , to handle Wabash cars 1884 554 

Whltlock & Fields, Ladora, v. O. , R.I. & P. , refusal to allow cars to go off its lines 1898 82 

When destined to certain markets 1890 932 

Willard, Son & Co., Marahalltown, v. O. G. W., to forward hides 1896 44 

Wis., Iowa & Neb. v. Iowa Northern, to switch 1886 659 

Takash, M. P., Van Horn, v. C., M. & St. P. , plaster in sackB 1902 901 

Regulations of Carriers, methods proposed 1886 84 

Regulations of Railroads to Surrounding Territory 1886 50, 53 

Released Shipments, right of shippers in—see Owners Risk. 

Relocation of Highways, expenses of crossing borne by railway company 1889 1066- 

Relocation of Railway Line, Golden Star Creamery, et al., Arcadia, v. O. & 

N.-W 1908 266 

Pleasant plain, citizensof, v. O., R.I. &P 1908 267 

Removal of Station or Freight House— see 8tation. 

Removal of Elevator, Coal Sheds, Etc. —see Site. 

Rental for Palace Stock Oars -see Palace Stock Cars. 

Report of Hepburn Committee— see Hepburn Committee. 

Report of Carriers— 

Difficulty of obtaining information from 1893, 8, 88; 1895, iv; 1897 4 

Governor's questions for railway companies discussed 1889 42" 

Incomplete and inaccurate.. 1878, 84; 1879,40, 48; 1880,156; 1890, 9; 1892, 21; 1898, 85; 

1894, 228, 227, 230 

On Iowa business discussed. 1891, 3; 1899 4 

Of carriers to commissioners, difficulty in obtaining 1898 3 

Suggestions in reference to amendment of law concerning 1879 4 

Responsibility of Carriers— sqq Liability ; also Damages. 
Returns of Railway Companies— see Reports of Carriers. 

Rights of builders of side track to connect with main line.. 1889 931 

Rights of carriers to control station ground, subject to rights of the public 1891 736 

Rights of company to retain its cars on its own line— see Refusal to Receive and For- 
ward Freight; Failure to Furnish Cars. 

Rights of the public at crossings blocked by trains 1886 654 

Rights of the public contributing in aid of railroad protected by the courts when 

road is in hands of a receiver 1889 1013 

Rights of Shippers— 

Chapin, Merritt & Co , Des Moines, v. O., M. & St. P. , to select routes. 1884 518 

Olow, W. D., Traer, B., C. R. &N., to select route 1885 5S1 

Dalhoff & Co. , Burlington, v. O. , B. & Q. and Wabash, to select route. 1882 561 

Downey, D. B., Allison, v. C. G. W., right to choice of market 1899 123 

Entitled to same rates as shippers from elevators when cars are loaded from wagons 

insametime 1884 62ft 

Hambleton Milling Co . , Keokuk, v. C. , R. I. & P. , choice of market 1895 231 

Haver & Co. , et al. , Tingley, v. K. & W. , routing of live stock 1902 289 

Jerome, F. H., v. 0., B. &Q., to choose market 1882 44& 

Jewell, H. E., Coon Rapids, v. U. S. Ex. Co., of hog 1901 623 

Lever ton, John, Abbott, v. lowaCen , loading cars from wagon 1899 92 

Muscatine melon shippers, v. C, R. I &P., choiceof market 1895 213 

Nye & Bourne, Grundy Center, v. B. , C. R. &N., to select routes 1888 733 

Smith, J. M. , v. C. , B. & Q. , pooling— large and small cars— pass to live stock ship- 
pers 1888 648 

Stacy & Co.. Osage, v. III. Cent. , right to load from wagons 1899 121 

Watson, E. B., Newton, v. Am. Ex. Co.; iive stock 1901 503. 
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Weston, William, Anita, v. 0. , R. I. & P. , right to load from wagons . . . 1899 118 

White, Qeo. C, Nevada, v. O. &N.-W., right to load from wagons 1899 ltl 

To select route for shipments 1888 491 

To rates by shortest route 1887, 751; 1891 778 

To choice of market 1890, 982; 1892 769,858 

Townsend, LeMars, v. 111. Cent., to select market and routes 1888 616 

Right of Wat Damages— see Damages. 

Ripley, B. P. , G. F. A. , 0. , B. & Q. , letter of, on reduction of corn rates in Iowa. .. 1896 619 

Road, Abandonment of— see Abandonment of Road. 

Roadbed and Track, condition of, on Omaha, St. Louis R'y 1902 227 

Road Built From Earnings in excess of 6 per cent on 180,000 Per Mile— see 
Mileage. 

Road Work by Contract— see Contract. 

Round-Trip Rates— see Rate: 

Round-Trip Shipments of Stock Oattle— see Rates. 

Round-Trip Tickets— see Excursion Tickets; also Tickets. 

Routes, Rights of Shippers to Select— see Rights of Shippers. 

Rule for Equitable Distribution of Cars— see Distribution of Cars 1888 719 

Running Railroad Crossings— see Crossing Stops. 

SAFETY APPLIANCES-see Couplers and Brakes, Automatic. 
Sage, W. M., G. F. A., 0., R. I. & P., letter of, on reduction of corn rates.... 1886 621 

St. L. K. &N. W., information concerning ownership of 1892 824 

Salaries of Officers 1888 646-650 

Sample Cases— see Baggage. 
Sand Rates— see Rates. 

Sanitary and Unsanitary Conditions— 

Colfax, Citizens of, v. 0., R. I. &P., improved in outbuildings 1889 1067 

Everett, H., Council Bluffs, v. 0., R. I. &P., of outbuildings 1881 185 

Marengo, citizens of, v. 0., R. I. & P 1894 274 

Scales, Track— see Track Scales. 

Scarcity of Oars— see Failure to Furnish Cars. 

Scarcity of Coal '. 1880 571 

Schedule of Rates— see also Rates. 

Adopted in Davenport, Dubuque and Burlington cases 1888 752 778-797 

Commissioners' was in force pending injunction suits 1889 1062 

Distance above 400 miles 1889 1108 

Must be posted for public inspection 1889 1101 

Reasonable maximum rates, adoption of , by C. &N.-W 1889 1051 

Secrecy in railroad matters to be avoided 1878 71 

Secretary of Board— 

Cameron, J. S...*. 1878 8 

Morgan, E. J 1880 8 

Ainsworth, W. W 1887 8 

Lewis, DwightN 1899 15 

Senate Committee, United States, investigation of, on interstate commerce 1885 82 

Sending Oars off Their Own Line— see Refusal to Receive and Forward Freight. 

Shipments From Point to Point in Iowa— 

Though passing outside in transit, state commerce — 1892 88,89 

Shippers and Carriers— 

Shippers at stations must be afforded like facilities for doing business 1888 829 

Their relation to each other discussed 1884 7 

Shippers Entitled to Rates via Shortest Routes— see Rights of Shippers. 
Shipping Facilities, Monopoly or Against Public Policy— see Monopoly. 
Shipping Facilities— see Station Facilities, Failure to Furnish Cars, Refrigerator 

Cars. 
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Shipping Regulations— 

Budd, J. L., Ames, v. C. &N.-W 1882 494 

Carpenter, CO., Chicago, v. B., C. R. & N., prepayment charges on melons. .... 1901 616 

Crawford, W. H., Hampton, v. Cent. Iowa, release on flax seed 1881 18S 

Cressler, 0. W. & Co. , Scranton, v. C. & N .-W., in shipment of butter 1890 877 

Loading and unloading L. C. L. shipments 1892 833 

Shippers required to protect cars 1 or stone shipments at private expense 1892 860 

Blocker, J. W., et. al., Logan, v. 0. &H.-W., in live stock 1880 68 

Shortage in Transit— see Lost in Transit. 

Shortage of Cabs- see Failure to Furnish Cars. 

Shortest Route, Shippers Bntitled to Rates Based on— 5ee Rights of Shippers. 

Short Lines— 

Percentage of through rates allowed to 1898 88 

Short Line Rates— see Percentage to Short Lines. 

"Shrinker"— used on scales to defraud sellers of produce 1899 2 

Side Tracks-scc also Spur Track and Switch, 

Authority of oommisssoners to order construction of, questioned * 1890 857 

Changing grade of, damages for 1890 923 

Should private builders be allowed to connect with railroads ? 1895 xxxv 

Complaints Concerning— 

Alta, citizens of, v. Illinois Central, insufficient to mill 1886 577 

Biggins, J. P. Zwingle,, v. C, M. & St. P., afrSylvia , 1901 480 

Biggins, J. P., Zwingle, v. C, M. & St. P., atSyivia 1903 278 

California Grain & Lumber Co. , California Junction, v. O. & N. - W 1903 247 

Davidson, M. , Piano, v. Wabash, violation of contract in matter of building 1882 649 

Dawson, 8. B. , Percy, v. W. , St. L. & P. , to coal and wood house 1887 684 

Dennis, citizens of, v. A. &C, restoration of 1896 120 

Dorcas, John, Shiloh, v. C. &N.-W., failure to furnish as per contract '.. 188) 57S 

Emerson, O. B. etal., Afton, v. , B. & Q., condtiion of approach to 1902 801 

Fraser, J. Holmes, v. B., C. R. &N., trespassing on land designed for 1888 688 

Hill Bros., Clarion, v. M. C. &Pt. D. refusal of use of private 1887 755 

Hornick Milling Co. , Hornick, v. C, M., & St. P., tomill 1900 18ft 

Howard, CO., Waukon, v. C, M. & St. P., additional facilities 1908 280 

Marcus Roller Mills, Marcus, v. Illinois Central, petition for, to warehouse. 1894 299 

Nemmers, N. B., Lamotte, v. 0. , M. & St. P., to elevator 1899 7t 

Norman, citizens of, v. M. & St. L. , building of, diverted business 1887 &5 

Pasco Bros., What Cheer, v. C. &N.-W., enforcing contract to construct 18&9 980 

Plover, citizensof, v. C, R. I. &P., petition for additional 1890 935 

Rights of builders to connect with other railroads 1889, 981; 1891 45 

Roberts, C. L., Grinnell, v. C, R. I. P., discriminative privileges on 1889 1027 

Showman, William, etal., v. C, M. &St.P. petition to restore 1890 917 

Sindt, W. V., Holstein, v. C. &N.-W., to warehouse 1894 276 

Smith, W. 0.. et. al., Lockbridge, v. C, B. & Q., at Coalport 1898 27 

Tait, Robt. M., Mystic, v. C, M. & St. Paul, restoration of coal switch 1903 285 

Watts, F., GoooeLake. v. O. &N.-W., additional 1901 887 

Sidings, Public Highways, Dubuque switching case 1889 1034 

Signals, Electric, at Crossing— see Electric Signals. 

Sioux City & Dakota R. R. , History of 1879 111 

Site* for Coal Houses, Elevators, Warehouses, Etc. — 

Carriers must not discriminate in granting 1890 867 

Decision of the supreme court reviewed in Sunny Hill alliance case 1892 29-81 

Decision of 1897 4 

Exclusive rights to single shippers against public policy ' .... 1896, xxx xxxi v 

Jurisdiction of board 189? 107 

Complaints Concerning, Petition for— 

Adams, J. H., Havelock, v. O. & N.-W. , for elevator, jurisdiction of board 1899 107 

Arnold's Park, citizensof, v. C, M. & St. P., for elevator \ 1908 26fc 

Ashton, E. J., Edmonds, v. C, St. P., M. &Q 1899 74 
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Badger Grain and Live8tock Co., v. M. & St. L., for elevator 1902 276 

Blow, M., Estherville, v. B., O. R. &N., for coal shed 1886 497 

Boutilier, H. N., Britt, v. C , M. & St. P., removal of coal sheds, etc 1898 60 

Britson, L. A., Roland, v. Iowa Central, for lumber noose 1900 220 

Campbell, Joel, Ayrshire, v. C, R.I. &P., forcoalhouse 1892 801 

Carlson, S. G., Stratford, v. C. &N.-W., rental for scales 1898 212 

Carpenter, W. B., Marion, v. C, M. & St. P., removal of elevator .... 1898 144 

Cartwright, W. D., v. B. &W.. conditions in lease 1908 248 

Cook, P. W., Orawfordsville, v. B. & N.-W., for coal house 1895 207 

Dewell Lumber Co. .Collins, v. 0., M. & St. P., for coal house 1908 819 

Douglas, J. B. , West Branch, v. B. , C. R. & N. , removal of coal sheds 1899 96 

Duncan, L. B„ Ames, v. C. & N.-W., requirement* for lease for coal house site. .. 1900 214 

Eckert & Williams, Northwood, v. B., O. R. &N., atKenset... 1890 925 

Edmonds, E. J., Marcus, v. C, St. P., M. &0., for elevator 1892, 862, 1899 74 

Farmers' Alliance of Hartley, v. C, M. & St. P., for coal house. 1890 911 

Farmers' Co-operative Ass'n, SweaOity, v. B., C. R. & N., application for 1899 80 

Farmers' Co-operative oo. , Dougherty v. C. & N. -W. , for coal house 1908 242 

Farmers' Incorporated Co-operative Society, Goldfield, v. B., 0. R. & N., for 

elevator 1902 269 

Farmers' Mutual Live Stock Ass'n, Kenset, inquiry 1899 87 

Supreme court opinion reviewed . 1892 29-81 

Farmers' Ass'n, by A. F. Lough, Estherville, v. B., C. R. & N., for elevator 1900 119 

Frazier & Ballon, Primghar, v. D. & 8. C. (111. Cent.), for warehouse 1890 940 

French & King, Maxwell, v. C, M. & St. P., information concerning rights of 

lessees of elevators on station grounds or right of way 1898 240 

Frum, 8. B. Shelby, v. C, R. I. &P., for coal house 1899 52 

Fry, U. 8., VanHorne, inquiry relative to 1897 67 

Gafford, Joseph, Burlington, v. citizens of Murray, obstructing street 1887 687 

Gier & Belze, Conrad Grove, v. 0. & N. -W. , expense of relocation 1892 848 

Gray & Whyte, Blencoe. v. S. C. & P. , for elevator 1901 475 

Hall, G. B., Wesley, v. 0. M. &St. P., for coal sheds 1903 254 

Hardin county, citizens of, v. B., C. R. &N. f for elevator 1890 888 

Hodges, N. W., Storm Lake, v. 111. Cent., discrimination and refusal of 1890 887 

Hollis, Thomas, Radcliffe, v. C. & N. -W. , application for additional 1890 898 

Jansen, Antem, Haverhill, v.C, M. & St. P., for elevator 1888 828 

Jensen, J. G. L., Gilman, v. Iowa Central, elevator 1891 781 

Kenyon & Hilliard, Mt. Union, v.B. &N.-W., for elevator 1894 258 

Kline Bros., Rockwell, v. Iowa Central, for warehouse 1895 172 

Lancaster, W., Bradgate, v. O. &N.-W., for elevator 1892 823 

Leverton, John W , Abbott, v. Iowa Central, termination of lease 1900 161 

Lewis, R. G., Des Moines, v. 0., R. I. & P.. removal of elevator 1895 211 

Ludemann, Sander, etal., Kesley, v. C. &N. W., for elevator 1908 287 

McCallsburg, citizens of, v. Iowa Central, refusal to grant 1885 574 

McCord&Oo., etal., Storm Lake, v. III. Central, for coal house 1898 199 

McNamara, J. F., Vincent, v. M. C. & Ft. D. , for coal house 1894 294 

Northwestern Iowa Grain Co., Britt, v.C. R. G. & N.-W. R'y, for elevator at 

Woden 1900 54 

Parish, E. H. f Cambridge, v. C, M. & St. P., for coal house 1902 227 

Parsons & Heath, Gait, v. B., O. R. & N., for grain warehouse 1891 813 

Peters, B. F., Runnells, v. Wabash, enforced removal of mill 1902 274 

Pickering-Johnson Grain Co. , Shenandoah, v. O. &St. L. , at Summit 1893 621; 1895 xxxix 

PioneerHay Camp, shipping privileges at 1890 29 

Porter, James, Sutherland, v. III. Cent. , removal at Larrabee 1891 824 

Price & Palmer, etal., Ellsworth, v. 0. & N.-W., elevator 1892 828 

Rasmussen, A. D., et al., v. B. , C. B. & N., at Pioneer Hay Camp 1899 29 

Richardson & Kanffman, Belmond, v. M. C. & Ft. D., removal of elevator 1896 159 

Riepe, H. H., Sperry, v. B., O. R. & N. R'y, removal of elevator 1900 113 

Robinson, J. C, etal, Marathon, v. C. & N.-W , coal house 1892 859 

Ro38 & Brady, Akron, v.C, M. & St. P., grain warehouse 1892 781 

Russell, J. M. , Storm Lake, v. 111. Cent., removal of elevator at crossing 1898 154 

Schroeder, E J. , Oyens, v. Illinois Central, for elevator 1902 286 
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SeibertBros. &Oo., Forest Oity, v. B., O. R. & N., for elevator 1900 198 

Sxnith, B. R. , Cherokee, v. III. Cent., for coal house 1895 238 

Smith, C. J.,Ogden, v. M. & St. L., for warehouse 1895 227 

Smith, J. S., Jewell, v. O. &N.-W., for elevator 1891 794 

Smith, M. L.,Blwell, v. C, M. & St. P., for elevator 1899 117 

Spencer Grain Co. , Minneapolis, v. B. , O. R. & N. , termination of lease for eleva- 

vator for vite at Crystal Lake 1900 215 

Steer, William M., West Branch, v B., C. R. & N., warehouse 1890 856 

Sunny Hill Alliance, Hartley, v. C.,M. & St. P., for coal house 1890 911 

Thomas, G. F., SweaCity, v. a, O. R. &N. , elevator at Armstrong 1898 57 

Townsend & Merrill, Cedar Kails, v. 111. Cent. , termination of lease 1898 26 

Townsend & Merrill, Cedar Falls, v. O. & N .-W. , site for elevator at Dike 1902 296 

Townsend & Merrill, Dike, v. C. &N.-W., for lumber and coal yard .... . 1900 214 

Voss Lumber Co. , Jewell, v. O. &N.-W.. notice to vacate 1908 256 

Webster Bros. , Waucoma, v. C, St. P. &K. C, at Bay d 1890 895 

Webster Bros. , Waucoma, v. C, M.&St. P., at Jackson Junction 1894 271 

Welles, W. W., Webster City, v. W. C. & S. W., failure to furnish 1889 1045 

Wellsburg, citizens of, v. B., R. & N., for elevator 1891 820 

Wertz, O. C, Greene, v. B., C. R. & N., forcoalhouse 1897 21 

Whyte, Joseph, etal., Blencoe, v. C. &N.-W., forelevator 1908 266 

Wiemer, H. A., Harris, v. C R I. &P., forelevator 1908 246 

Wilbur, D. W. , Hawkeye, v. C, M. & St. P., grain warehouse 1895 165 

Williams Bros., Primghar, v. III. Cent., forelevator 1898 134 

Winnebago Farmers Alliance, v. M. & St. L., coal house 1891 782 

Wright, N. A., Herring, v. C. & N. W., for coal sheds 1903 255 

York, Joseph, Zenorsville, v. C. &N.-W., for coal sheds 1888 836 

Sleeping Cars— 

Dowell, A. B., Vinton, v. O. & N. -W., holders of second-claw ticket not entitled to 1883 652 

Privileges, discrimination in, at Council Bluffs 1888 708 

Small and Large Shippers— see Car Load Rates. 

Smith, Spencer, Commissioner, paper on the "Railroad Question" 1889 21 

Snow Fence, Appropriating Land por— see Appropriation of Land. 

Snow Blockade— 

Belmond, citizens of, v . Central Iowa, failure to keep road open 1884 617 

Cass, S. F. Sumner, v. Dub. & Dak., failure to run trains on account of 1886 505 

Goshen, citizens of, v. H. & S. , petition to raise 1886 5C7 

Jackson, E. P., etal., Gilmore, v. D. M. & Ft. D., asking removal of 1888 573 

Tripoli, citizens of , v. C. G . W . , failure to remove, and delay of trains 1893 225 

Soft Coal Rates— see Bates . 

Solicitation of Hotel Patronage at Stations— see Omnibus Privileges. 

Special Train to carry live stock, extra charge for 1887 782 

Special Rates on building material for churches, permissible 1888 887 

Special Rates, large shipper not entitled to against small shipper 1888 837 

Special Emergency Rates on Corn— see Rates. 

Special Rates to Large Shippers— see Car Load Rates; also Rates. 

Speed of Freight Trains 1878 65 

Speed of Trains in Cities— 

Hill, E., Mitchellville, v. C, R. I. &P., through town 1896 120 

Malvern, city of, v. 0., B. & Q. , danger from fast trains 1889 1040 

Watland, O. T., Huxley, v. 0., M. &8t. P., through town 1908 812 

Spur Tracks— see also Side Tracks. 

Dooley, George, Newton, v. Iowa Central, protest against removal of 1891 787 

Excelsior Coal Co. v. Central Iowa, comoulsory operation of 1878 24 

Robertson, S. A., Des Moines, taxation of quarry track 1881 133 

Connection with main line— see Sid* Tracks. 

Stanwood & Tipton Railway, history of 1879 112 

State and Interstate Commerce— see also Interstate Commerce and Rates 1886 4 

Diamond Jo Line v. C, B. &Q 1889, 1074,1077 

Opinion of supreme court 1892 901 
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State Commerce, shipments beginning and ending in Iowa bat passing outside the 
state in transit not governed by Iowa rates— opinion' of U. 8. supreme court in 

Arkansas case ... 1903 363 

What Constitutes— 
Carpenter, D. J. , Beloit, v. C, M. & St. P. , shipments from point to point within 

the state, though passing outside in transit, are state commerce 1890 849 

Freight shipped from point to point within the state of Iowa, though- passing out- 
side in transit, held to be state commerce 1889, 1074-1077; 1890 849 

Hamilton & Co. , Algona, v. B., C. R. &N., what constitutes 1897 118 

Heath, H. R., & Sons, Ft. Dodge, v. 111. Cent., shipments from points in the 

state to points outside, though rebilled in transit, interstate commerce 1894 104 

•MoGilora, L. B. Larch wood, v. B., C. R. &N., traffic from point to point in 

Iowa, though passing outside in transit, is state commerce 1892 862 

Skeen & Zook, Albia, v. O. , B. & Q. , from point tb point in Iowa, is state commerce . . 1898 74 

State Control of C, R. I. & P. R'y 1880 177 

Station, Relocation or, LeQrand, citizens of, v. C & N.-W. R'yCo 1901 160 

Station— Facilities and Sbbytoe— see also Joint Stations. 
Abandonment of— see Abandonment of Station. 

Changing name of, legislation recommended. 1889, 89; 1891 44 

Cleanliness and removal of disorderly persons recommended 1884 42 

Control of grounds, omnibus privileges— aee Omnibus Privileges. 

Exolusive use of must not be granted to one person 1890 893-894 

Establishing of new, legislation recommended 1889 89 

Faculties for doing business at 1895 xxix 

Finances of oompany cannot be considered by board in ordering 1884 609 

Grade of highway crossing over station grounds 1898 18,156 

•Joint and T connections— see Joint Stations; also Wyes. 

New legislation reoommended. 1891 43 

Profits to carriers not sole element in establishment of 1894 496 

Complaints Concerning— 

Albia, condition of depot used by Wabash and Iowa Central 1902 297 

Albreoht, A. 8., et al. , MedervlUe, v. 0., M. & St. P., petition to rebuild station 1896 101 

Adaza, citizens of, v. D. If., N. & W., petition for depot 1896, 178; 1898 85 

Algona, citizens of, v. 0., M. & St. P., for relocation of 1889 1067 

Algona, J. E. Stacey of , v. O. &N.-W 1908 283 

Aplington, citizens of, to keep open at night 1882 455 

Ashaw, v. 0., R. I. &P., petition for removal of 1891 789 

Aurora, ZeraKnappof, v. O. G. W., condition of depot platform 1900 148 

Austin, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for removal of 1892 863 

Avery, citizens of, v. 0., B. &Q., petition for 1892 742 

Barnum, O. F. , Bryant, Recorder, v. III. Cent. , dangerous location of depot . 1895 219 

Bassett, citizens of, v. 0., M. & 8t. P., for flag station 1896 121 

Baylees, F. D., Elkader, v. C. , If. &St. P., facilities at Osborne 1892 880 

Beloit, citizens of, v. 0., M. &St. P., telegraph facilities 1908 807 

Benson, inaccessibility of sidetrack at, on I1L Cent., complaint, L. Canfleld 1901 489 

Bigelow, M . F. , Alden, v. 111. Cent. , insufficient night service 1834 605 

Bingham, L. R. & Son, Estherville, v. B. , O. R. & N. , facilities for storing and 

handling perishable freight 1896 104 

Bismarck station case 1889,36, 992; 1895 xi 

Bonair, Fleming Brothers, v. C, If. & St. P 1903 299 

Bouton, citizens of, v. 0., M. & St. P., depot, etc 1890 948 

Boyd, G. J. Herndon, v. O. , M. & St. P. , night service 1885 576 

Boyd, G. J. Herndon, vC, M. & St. P., condition of road to depot 1902 298 

Boyd, citizens of v. C. G. W. R'y, petition for depot 1899 a* 

Browns, Hale & Riggs, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. , reopening 1891 746 

Bryan, D. B., Bouton, v. C, M. &8t. P., depot 1888 688 

Bunch, citizens of, v. C. , R. I. & P. , depot at Bunch postofflce and Paris siding.. 1891 798 

Butt, M., etal., Harvey, v. Wabash, platform 1898 210 

California Junction, citizens of, v. F., E. & M. V., etal., depot 1887 6>8 

-Calloway, P. Atlantic, v. O. , R. 1. & P. , privileges of stockyards 1895 £83 

•Campbell, F. R., Bismarok, v. C, M. &St. P., restoration of 1889, 86, 992, 1895 xl 
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Capron, G. F. , Capron station, v. 0. , M. & St. P. , facilities as per contract 1889 1058 

Carbon Junction, better depot at, on M. C. & F. D 1800 175 

Cedar Valley, citizens of , v . B. , 0. R . & N. , petition for stockyards 1900 129 

Olaypool, W. W., etal., Spencer, v. C, M. & St. P., at Hay siding 1898 204 

Cleghorn and Cherokee county, citizens of, v. Dub. & S. C . , depot 1889 1019 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Campbell 1886 102O 

Cleveland, E. S. , Holmes, v. B. , C. R. & N. , better accommodations 1888 706 

Cleveland, E. 8., Homes, v. B., C. R. &N., facilities 1890 88a 

Coalport, restoration of sidetrack 1898 27 

Cochran, Wm., etal., Elmira, v. B., O. R. &N., facilities 1892 736 

Supplemental decision 1892 787 

Colfax, citizens of, v. C. , R. I. & P. , improved sanitary conditions 1889 1067 

Cone, citizens of, v. B., C. R. &N., flag station 1887 778 

Connables, Sargent, E.B., etal., v. C, R. I. &P 1903 296 

Cornelia, Johnson Bros., of, v. M. O. &Ft. D., petition for depot 1900 178 

Corning, citizens of, v. C, B. &Q., relocation of depot 1888 760 

Council Bluff 3, citizens of, v. U. P., insufficient facilities 18; 6 630- WO 

Council Bluffs, city of, v . All Entering Railways, additional facilities 1892 809 

Creighton, C. E, Oakville, v. Iowa Central, depot 1894 244 

Crippen Creamery Co. , Crippen, v. C, M. & St. P., platform 1894 279 

Croton, W. H. Butler, of v. C, R. I. & P. , for telegraph 1901 487 

Crozier. M. W. t Stark, v. B. & N. W. , petition for 1890 867 

Cammings, citizens of, v. O. G. W. , relocation of depot 1908 253 

Cylinder, citizens of , v. C..M. & St. P., depot 1891 815 

Dallas Center, Benton Brothers, of, v. O. , R. I. & P. , keeping depot open 1896 83 

David, Shoites& Porte, of, v. W. &W., service 1898 55 

Davidson Brothers, Hull, v. O., M. & St. P., changing name of 1887 692 

Dissenting opinion of Commissioner Coffin : 1887 693 

Dawson, citizens of, v. 0., M. &St. P., petition for 1890 997 

Dawson, 8. R., Percy, v. W.St. L. & P. , for wood and coal 1887 684 

Dennis, citizens of, v. A. &C, restoration of switch 1896 120 

Des Moines, unsafe condition of union depot 1898 11 

Diagonal, citizens of, v. C G. W., freight station 1894 156 

Donley, citizensof, v. C, B. &Q., petition fordepot 1908 270 

Donnan, citizensof, v. C, M. & St. P., telegraph faculties 1903 815 

Doon, citizens of, v. O. , St. P., M. & O., petition for depot at Lunt's siding 1896 38 

Downey, citizens of, v. C. , R. I. & P. , petition for night agent 1900 114 

Durham, citizens of, v. C. , B. & Q. , abandonment of 19C8 806 

Dumont, depot platform at 1901 486 

Bldora, citizensof, v. IowaCentral, closed depot 1903 249 

Elrick, citizens of, v. Iowa Central, for re-establishment of 1897 72 

Elweil, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. , depot open for night trains ... 1908 282 

Evanston, depot at, W. D. Drake, etal., v. M. O. & Ft. D 1898 86 

Everly, citizens, of, v. 0., M. &St. P., petition for 1887 742 

Ewart, citizensof, v. IowaCentral, abandonment of 1908 302 

Felton, J. B., New Virginia, v. D. M. &K. C, bad condition of 1892 7b» 

Fifleld, citizens of , v. Wabash, petition for 1894 287 

Florence, O. W. Thorup, of, v. M. C. & Ft . D. , petition for depot 1901 382 

Gallagher, J. S., etal., Wesley, v. C, M. &8t. P., for night operator 1893 226 

Gaston, E. E., Van Wert, v. Wabash Western, condi ion of, conduct in 1888 692 

Glendale, citizens of , v. C, B. &Q., petition for 1890 861 

GooseLake, additional sidetracks at, onC. &N.-W 1901 887 

Grey, L. E., Perry, v. 0., M. &8t. P., night service at Herndon 1887 623 

Halley, J. R., Nashville, v. C. &N.-W., station service 1896 94 

Ham & Carver, Dubuque, v. R, C. R. & N., better mailservioe 1883 721 

Hanna, J. Q., Goldfleld, v. 0. &N.-W., location of 1882 432 

Harrington, D. E., Postville, v. 0., M, & St. P., insufficient service 1890 860 

Hawarden, citizensof, v. C, M. &8t. P., for building 1888 696 

Herndon, citizensof, v. C, M. &St. P., and W., St. L. &P., approaches to 1886 558 

Hickory Grove township, Jasper county, citizensof, v. Iowa Cent., facilities 1890 900 
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Hill'sSiding, petition for depot at, onB., C. B. &N 1893 67 

Rehearing declined 1890 901 

Hodges, C. H. etal., Sexton, v. C. M. & St. P., petition for 1892 800 

Hornaday, J. 0., Wall, J. J., etal.. v. 0., R. I. & P., at Udell 1892 864 

Howell station, petition for depot at, oil Wabash, by Bosquet et al. , Pella 1902 263 

Hutchins, citizensof, v. C, M. &8t. P., petition for 1898 147 

Hutchinson, P., Hampton, v. O. G. W., condition of depot 1908 288 

Independence, citizens of, v. III. Cent. , to stop at platforms 1892 785 

Ira, station servioe 1895 150 

Jenks, A. M., Sheldahl, v. C. & N.-W., etal., platform 1887 689 

Johnson, T. ft)., etal., Bonair. v. C.,M. & St. P., peitionfor 1892 799 

Johnson Brothers, Calliope, v. C. , M. & St. P. , abandonment of 1908 248 

Kelly, George, W. P., of, v. C. & N.-W., inaccessibility of team track 1900 186 

Kenwood Park, citizens of, v. C, M. &St P., petition for 1898 244 

Kingston, abandonment of, complaint, E H. Sharp, et al., Leon, v. K. & W.... 1902 288 

Kirkwood, Kerschner, B. A., of, establishment of.... 1900 140 

Klemme, citizens of, v. B., 0. R. & N. , petition for 1890 884 

Kniffln, cltizensof, v.C, R. I. &P., petition for facilities 1891, 751; 1895 176 

Krysher, Levi, Avon, v.C, B. &Q andC, R. I. & P. , for removal 1886 508 

Lainsviile. baggage facilities at, on C, M. & St. P 1908 821 

Latty, cltizensof, v. B., C. R. &N., for additional room at 1886 522 

Ledyard, depot at, citizens of, v. B., C. R. & N. and C. &N.-W 1898 88 

Le Grand, cltizensof, v. C. &N.-W., relocation of 1894 818 

LeMars, cltizensof, v. 111. Cent., et aL, for more commodlona 1890 889 

Lemon, H. P., etal., Elm Springs, v. C, M. & St. P., agent 1897 127 

Lennon, H., etal., Elm Springs, v. C, M. &gt. P., facilities for freight 1898 72 

Leyner, John, etal., Dallas county, v. C, R. I. &P., removal of Ashawa 1892 807 

Lida, cltizensof, v. C, St. P. &K. 0., petition for 1889 1010 

Leiser, et al. , Abbott, v. B. , 0. R. & N., and Central Iowa, joint 1832 , 440 

Little Wall Lake, cltizensof, v. M. 0. & Ft. D., petition for flag 1891 830 

Luana, depot platform at, P. Bredow, Maxwell, v. C, M. & St. P 1898 85 

Lucas, Wm. Fleener, of, v. C, B. & Q., depot open at night 1901 501 

Lunt's siding, petition for depot, by citizens of Doon 1896 83 

Lux, Peter, etal., Hopkinton, v.C, M. & St. P. , at Lux siding 1898 141 

Malone, J. D., etal., Santiago, v. C, St. P. & K. C, petition for 1898 214 

Marengo, cltizensof, v. C, R. I. &P., sanitary condition of 1894 274 

McCusker, Edward, Loretto, v. 0., St. P. & K. C, abandonment of Lida 1889 10 10 

McFarlane, William, etal., Blenooe, v. 8. 0. &P., petition for 1884 508 

McKinney, Mrs. J. C, Decorah, v. 111. Cent., careof 1883 567 

McLaughlin, D. E., David, v. W. & S. W., petition for 1693 257 

Melbourne, citizens of, v. C, St. P. &K. C, petition for : 1888 783 

Melbourne, J. H. Bagley, etal., v. 0. G. W., joint station at crossing 1896 15 

Meriden, citizens of, v. 111. Cent. , for rebuilding of burned 1886 514 

Miller, J.D., etal., Ida Grove, v. C &N.-W., petition for 1884, 495; 1885 551 

Miller, J. T., IowaPalls, v.B., 0. R. &N .... 1881 143 

Mohr, B. 0. F., Westfleld, v. C, M. & 8t. P., insufficient depot room 1903 281 

Morris, M. V. B., Wayland, v. B. & W., replacing... 1903 239 

Morning Sun, citizens of, v. Central Iowa and B. , 0. R. & N., for 1884, 588; 1885 564 

Nashville, MilesSinkey, of, v. C &N.-W., removal of agent 1900 125 

New Hartford, citizens of, v. D. & S. C , for reopening, night 1891 741 

Norelins, A., Kiron, v. 0. & N.-W., location of station 1899 100 

Norway, J. T. Springer of, v. C. & N. -W. , lighting of depot and platform, 1898, 90;. 1900 154 

C akley, citizens of , v.C, B. &Q., petition to reopen 1886 501 

Oakville, citizens of, v. Iowa Cent. , petition for additional 1891, 797 ; 1864 244 

O'Brien Bros. , Valeria, v. 0., St. P. & K. O. , freight house 1892 883 

Okoboji, O. I. Wilson, of, v. C, M. & St. P 1901 407 

Ollne Bros., Page Center, v. C, B. &Q., agent 1899 49 

Orillia, citizensof, v. 0. G. W., reopening 1894 238 

Orillia, J. A. Garret of, v. C G. W. , day agent 1899 60 

Osborne, citizensof, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1891 740 
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Stations— Continued. Year Page 
Complaints Concerning— Continued. 

Otho, oitizensof, v.M. &St. L., petition for 1892 730 

Petition for reopening 1895 170 

Otranto, oitizeMTof, v. C, M. &flt. P., for larger building 1802 781 

Page Center, oitizensof, v. O..R &Q., for agent 1892, 780; 1899 49 

Paulger, J., etal. , New Hartford, v. III. Cent., for night service 1886 658 

Plover, oitizensof, v. C. , R. I. & P., petition for 1890 985 

Plummer, Wm. H., Logan, v. 111. Cent., location of 1899 112 

Poonnan, D. A., Dee Moines, v. C, B. &Q., lackof 1891 6S5 

Pritchard, N. Warren, v. C, M. & St. P 1886 568 

Bands, oitizensof, v. D. M. N. & W., petition for 1896 221 

Rands, citizens of , v. 0. , M. & St. P 1908 808 

Red Oak, citizens of , v. C, B. &Q., relocation of freight house 1889 991 

Reed, J. G , etal., Lime Springs, v. C, M. & St. P., night service 1898 218 

Reynolds, J. J. , et al. , Blenooe, v. 8. C. & P. , petition for stock yards 1888 711 

Riehardson, G. W., Clear Lake, v. C, M. & St. P., at Ventura 1890 924 

Richardson & Berard, Fairfax, v. C. &N.-W., unsuitable condition of depot 1889 1079 

Rldgeway, oitizensof. v. C, M. &8t. P., rebuilding of burned 1888 751 

Riggs, W. K.. Oastalia, v. B., C. R. &N., petition to reopen 1890 875 

River Junction, Citizens of, v. B. , 0. R. & N. , telegraph operator 1899 83 

Robbing, R. R., Herndon, v. 0., M. & St. P., for freight house 1898 15 

Root's Siding, citizens of, v. B., C. R. &N., depot 1896 61 

Roybar, F., Valeria, v. C, St. P. &K. C, for platform 1889 1071 

Russell, citizens of, v. C, B. &Q., for night service 1888 506 

Ruthven, citizens of, v. C , M. & St. P., for removal of 1886 561 

Sandusky, oitizensof, v. St. L. , K. O. &N.-W., for rebuilding 1890 899 

Sohell, John W., et al. , Graham, v. B. , O. R. & N. , shipping facilities 1892 734 

Seevers, W. A. . et al. , Oskaloosa, v. Central Iowa, accomodations 1886 520 

Sheldon, citizens of, v. 0., M. & St. P., inadequate 1887 697 

Shipley Bros. , Herndon, v. C, M. & St. P. , insufficient approaches 1885 525 

Showman, William, et al., Showman v. C, M. & St. P., for restoration of 1890 917 

Slater, oitizensof, v. O. &N.-W.. petition for building 1888 689 

Slater, Holland, M. 8., v. C. &N.-W., condition of station grounds 1906 282 

Snyder, A. B , et al. , Spaulding. v. O. , B &XJ. , for reopening 1891 747 

Solomon, oitizensof, v. O. & St. L., petition for 1892 757 

Springer, C. H., Springer, v. 111. Cent, at Stacyville Jot 1898 59 

Sumner, depot facilities furnished by C. G. W. R'y Co 1899, 115; 1900 158 

Sylvia, petition for privilege of loading cars at, on C. , M. & St. P 1906 278 

Thornton, oitizensof. v. M. C. & Ft. D., petition for depot 1889 981 

Todd, C.J. &J. T., Diagonal, v. St. P. &K. 0., facilities 1892 828 

Traer, Dennis, J. B. of, v. C. &N.-W., depot open for night trains 1900 217 

Udell, citizens of, v. C, R. I. & P., establishment of 1894 162 

Ulster, oitizensof, v. C, M. & St. P., petition of 1890 855 

Van Saun, George B., Cedar Falls, v. C. G. W., opening of 1894 285 

Wadena, oitizensof, v. 0., M. & St. P., telegraph facilities 1903 812 

Warner, W. F. , Luana, v. C. , M. & St. P., insufficient depot grounds 1897 53 

Waterloo, condition of depot platform on B. , O. R. & N. R'y 1900 216 

Waterman Siding, Austin, 8. L., Sutherland, v. C. &N.-W., at 1903 227 

Watte, Freemont, Goose Lake, v. C. & N. -W. , shipping facilities 1890 229 

Waverly, condition of III. Central depot. 1902 229 

Westfleld, citizensof, v. O. , M. & St. P., petition for 1890 919 

Westfield, citizensof, v. C, M. & St. P., amended decision 1891 802 

Williams, citizensof, v. HL Cent. , for night mail service 1888 712 

Wiiliard, citizensof, v. C, M. & St. P., nagstation 1901 522 

Wilson, G. M., etal., Ira, v. C. &. W., insufficient 1895 15o 

Wilson, J. 8. , Hill's Siding, v. B. , C. R & N. , petition for 1892, 7o5; 1898 183 

Wilson Junction, Rail, W. A. Perryt v. O. G. W., insufficient accomodations at. 1900 166 

Wisdom, F. , Creston, v. C, B. & Q. , etal., addition al at Af ton Junotlon 1897 101 

Woolstock, citizens of , v. O. & N.-W., night agent 1901 518 

Wright, A. G., etal., Whiting, v. 8. C. &P., for night service 1886 512 

Young, James & Co., Sidney, v. C, B. &Q., negligence of agent 1894 307 
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Statistics, difficulty In obtaining 1897, 4; 1899 4 

Statutes Relating to Railways— see Laws. 

Stealing Li ^s Stock in Transit— see Substitution of Live Stock, etc. 

StbblKails, introduction of, duty on, etc 1880 188 

Stock Capital— see Capital 8 took. 

Stock Cattle, Petition fob Withdrawal or Rates on— see Bates. 

Stock Cattlb, Reduced Rates fob Round Trip Shipments of— see Rates. 

Stock and Debt per mile 1880 1ST 

Stockholders, Lists of 1888 650,667 

Stock Killed and Injured- see, also, Damages. 

Bailey, J. 8., Searsboro, v. Cent. Iowa, at crossing, failure to whistle 1888 669 

Bantes, L. , Weldon, v. K. & W. , on crossing 1892 844 

Bates, L. P., Russell, v. W., St. L. & P. etal., failure to fence 1886 60B 

Barkley, B. A., Odebolt, v. 0. &M.W., by train 1895 165 

Beyers, Mrs. J. W., Hull, v. 0., M. & St. P., on private crossing 1898' 6© 

Blanchard, John, Blencoe, v. S. C. & P. , on crossing 1887 739 

Boat wright, D. J. , flastie, v. Wabash, hogs on account of defective fence. 1892 865- 

Boswell, Jos., DavisOity, v. C, B. &Q., calf 1901 626 

Bruntsing, A. E., Hull, v. C. , M. & St. P., on open farm crossing 1896 52 

Butin, D. F., Des Moines, v. 0., M. & St. P., damages for 1888 68fr 

Campbell, F. R., Bismarck, v. C, M. & St. P., calf 1898 69 

Oondit, A. B., Paton, v. 0., R. I. & P., atoa tie guard 1888 82a 

Cowry, Patrick, Paton, v. a, R.I. &P., near station 1888 746 

Decker, J. I., East Peru, v. 0., St. P. & K. 0., by train 1890 866 

Dickman, John, Westgate, v. 0., St. P. & K. C, at crossing 1889 104 

Dooler, W. L., Vail, v. O. & N.-W., defective fence 1898 667 

Dundon, Mary, Whiting, v. C. &N.-W., cow 1902 268 

Earle, W. 0., Waukon, v. 0., M. & St. P., hogs in transit 1S88 786 

Emery, H. A., Thayer, v. C, B. &Q f 1895 240 

Ferguson, J. A., Paton, v.C, R.I. & P., cow 1889 1046 

Fowler, F. H. , Cedar Rapids, v. B. , C. R. & N. , failure to whistle and ring 1892 861 

Fraser, W. W., Bevingten, v. 0., R. I. &P., on depot grounds 1888 748,744 

Fraser, J , Paullina, v. C. & N.-W 1895 170 

Frazier, Geo., Panora, v. D. M. , N. &W , defective cattle guards 1897 110 

Gould, M. , Van Wert, v. H. & 8., struck by engine. 1890 845 

Gruwell.E. T., West Branch, v. B., C. R. &N , claimfor 1889 1088 

Helmer, M. F., Mechanicsville, v. C. & N.-W., on right of way 1884 622 

Harris, H. W. , Perry, v. D. M. & Ft. Dodge R'y, on highway crossing 1888 694 

Harris, John, Oswalt, ▼. Iowa Northern, claim for on crossing 1892 826 

Hibbard, A. A., Paullina, v. C. & N.-W., calf 1886, 686; 1894 287 

Hibbard, A. A., Paullina, v. C. &N.-W., hogs 1889, 1060; 1896 169 

Hoist, H., Clutier, v. C. & JN.-W., colt 1901 482 

Ives, Julius, Dickens, v. C, M. &St. P., damage for 1889 1026 

Leeper, J. W., Truro, v. D. M. & K. 0., injured in cattle guard 1892 826 

Logan, Mrs. R. E., Rhodes, v. 0., M. & St. P , on account of defective fence 1892 848 

Mackinnon, J. C, Qen. Mgr. C, F. M. & D. M., inquiry as to liability 1898 249 

March, C. H. , Grinnell, v. Cent. Iowa, at crossing, failure to whistle 1888 680 

Mayhew, N. P., Villisca, v. <)., B. &Q., in transit 1885 647 

McCahall, M. , et al. , Conger, v. C. , St. P. & K. C, claim for 1891 818 

McCraoken, Mrs. E., Thornburg, v, B , C. R. &N., failureto fence 1892 866 

McCracken, Mrs. E. , Thornburg, v. B. , O. R. & N ., claim for 1896 218 

Mc Williams, H., Denison, v. C. &N.-W., claim for 1890 91 

Neflf, G. W. , Wayland, v. Burlington & Northwestern, killing a hog 1902 249 

Peter, John, Paullina, v. O. &N.-W., claimfor 1892 880 

Raybourne, A., Woodward, v. D. M. & Northern, claimfor 1891 778 

Remington Bros. , Murray, v. C, B. &Q., on crossing .•". 1898 67 

Richards, W., Davis City, v. C, B. &Q., claim for 1892 881 

Roberts, Anthony, Van Wert, v. K. & W., hog, on depot grounds 1888 714 

Rohmer, J., Paullina, v. C. & N. W., claimfor 1887 680 

Rudiabaugh, O. 8., Davis City, v. C.,B. &Q., claim for 1892 82S 

Shay, John, Maloy, v. C, St. P. & K. C, claim for... 1898 280 
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Stock Killed and Injured— Continued. Tear Pace 

Smith, J. J., West Branch, v. B., 0. R. & N., cow 1896 68 

Stout, J. O., Thayer, v. C, B. & Q 1886 208 

Tallman, J. A., Paton, v. O. , R. I. & P. , on station grounds % 1889 1068 

TaskerBros., Onslow, v. C. & N.-W 1886 646 

Waggoner, Henry, Odebolt, v. C. & N.-W 1894 806 

Week, 0. F., Clermont, v. B., C. R. &N., damages for 1886 610 

White, 8. J. , Plymouth, v. O. , M. & St. P , account of defective fence, 1892 848 

Wilson, B. C, Van Wert, v. H. &S., injured on bridge 1888 682 

Stock in Transit, Damage to— see Damages. 

Stock Watering. Hepburn Committee Report 1880 178 

Stock Watering— see Watering Stock. 

8tock Yard— 

Armstrong, Henry, Glidden, v. C. & N.-W., location of 1902 245 

Bull, A. N., etaL, GilmoreCity, v. 0., R. I. & P., condition of 1902 296 

Calloway, Dr. P., Atlantic, v. C. , R. I. & P., discrimination in privileges 1895 238 

Cedar Valley, citizens of, v. B. , O. R. & N. , petition for. 1900 129 

Conger, B. F. , Woodward, v. O. , M. & 8t. P. , discrimination in privileges 1894 845 

Conover, citizens of, v. C. , M. & St. P. , lack of water at 1896 185 

Coon Rapids, citizens of , v. C, M. & St. P., condition of 1898 68 

Ewiog, J. K., Shannon, v. C. G. W , condition of 1901 381 

Fobes, B., etaL, Glidden, v. C. & N.-W., location of 1908 268 

Leverton, John, Abbott, v. Iowa Central, condition of 1899 99 

Marcus, city of, v. Illinois Central, removal of 1897 123 

Marshall, R. H. andH. L. Casey, v. C, R. I. & P., location of 1931, 498; 1902 294 

McCullough & Fudge, Marne, v. 0., R. I. &P., lack of water in 1897 182 

Meehan, P. F., and William Drew, Clayton, v. C, B. & Q., petition for 1894 291 

Onan, J. C, Lohrville, v. 0., M. & St. P., discrimination in use of 1900 175 

Reynolds, J. J., etal., Blenooe, v. 8. C. & P., petition for 1888 711 

Ridgeway, citizens of, v. 0., M. & 8t. P. , lack of water, etc 1898 75 

Shannon City, Ewing, J. K. of, v. C. G. W., condition of stock yards 1896 51 

Smith, C. C, v. 0., R. I. & P., condition of 1908 811 

Swisher, J. W., Brighton, v. Iowa Central 1908 291 

Vincent, J. F., proprietor Union Stock Yards, Des Moines, v. 0., R. I. & P. .refusal 

to deliver cars 1896 106 

8tone Shipments— regulations concerning 1892 860 

Stopping Fast Trains at Small Stations— see also Train Service. 

Stopping through train at small stations, authority of state to require, opinion of 

United States Supreme Court in Illinois case. 1908 850 

Stopping the running of trains, power of the commissioners in, when road is 

declared unsafe 1892 766 

Stop-over Checks and Privileges— see also Passenger Fare 1892 861 

Stopping Trains at Platforms 1889 987 

Beck. W. J. R., Fort Madison, v. St. L., E. &N. W., stopping caboose at platform 1897 89 

Hillyard, J. W., Dows, v. B., C. R. & N 1902 280 

McGuire, E. H., Marengo, v. 0., R. I. & P., refusal to 1890 907 

Murphy, A. J., Herndon, v. 0., M. & St. P., 1902 272 

Selma, citizens of, v. C, R.I. &P., caboose, liability of carriers 1891 776 

Stopping Trains at Railroad Crossings— see Crossing Stops. 

Storage, Use of Cars for Warehouse Purposes— see Demurrage. 

Storage, Charges for— see Baggage. 

Street Crossing, Blockading of with Trains- see Obstruction of Streets. 

Street Crossings, Establishment of— see Crossings, Highway. 

Strikes— 

Employment of incompetent engineers on C. , B. &Q 1887 787 

Discussion and effect of 1888, 44; 1889 88 

Delay of freight on account of —see Delay in Transit. 

Substitution— 

Wilson, A. R., Traer, v. 0., & N. W., of light for heavy steer 1888 728 
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fiUNDAT TRAINS— 

Discussed, recommendations concerning, etc 1888, 81 ; 1884, 42 ; 1885, 96 ; 1886 69 

Algona T case, defining discretion of commissioners in ordering ' *Y" 1892 896 

Carpenter, D. J., Beloit, v. 0., M. & St. P., what constitutes state commerce 1892 901 

Cutler, Gh L., Chariton, under farm crossing 18^2 889 

Fort Dodge v. 0., R. I. & P. etal., rebuilding of Tara track 1892 879 

McDonald, Thomas, Bayard, under farm crossing case 1892 898 

Sunny Hill Alliance, Hartley, asking for site for coal house 1892 903 

Supreme Court, decision of in reference to orders of railroad commissioners dis- 
cussed 1892 21-39 

Decision of in granger case 1878 56 

Suprbmi Coubt or Unitbd States, opinions of, applicable to train service and 

application of state rates 1908 859 

Switch Track— see Spur Track. 

Switch, refusal to allow use of , Lock, O. , Keokuk, v. St. L., K. C. & N. W. , for 

loading of ice 1902 267 

8 WITCH, definition of, what constitutes 1890, 901, 922 ; 1891, 792; 1892, 768; 1894 310 

Switches, Interlocking— see Interlocking Switches. 

Switching— 

L Charges for 1895 217 

Legislation recommended 1889, 38; 1891 43 

Less rate for greater number of cars switched 1888 667 

Regulations of commissioners concerning 1891 862 

Schedule for, in Dubuque case established 1887, 749; 1839, 1034-1036 

Complaints concerning— 

Advance Thresher Co. v. O. & N.-W., refusal 1891 768 

Agar Packing Co. , Des Moines, v. 0. & N .- W. , refusal to switch car of hogs 1902 278 

Aultman, 0. &Co., Cedar Rapids, v. C. & N.-W., refusal and discrimination... 1893 206 

Bannister Bros., Clinton, v. C, M. & St. P., refusal, car of wheat 1891 778 

Bigelow Bros. , New Hampton, v. 0. G. W., refusal 1894 281 

Cathcart & Woodruff, Correction ville, v. Illinois Central et al 1894, 350; 1898 81 

C, Ft. M. &D. M. R'yCo. v. 8c. L., K. & N. W. R'y Co., exorbitant 1894 866 

Collins Oil Tank Line, Cedar Rapids, v. O. , M. & St. P. , refusal 1900 120 

Conant, Homer, Sheldon, v. Illinois Central et al. , refusal 1894 839 

Corey Coal Co. , Lehigh, v. Crooked Creek 1898 16 

Rehearing .' 1900 13 

Council Bluffs Water Works Co. , v. C. & N.-W., excessive , 1888 667 

Cunningham T. A., Clare, v. 0., R. I. & P. etal., excessive 1890 880 

Cnnningham, T. A., Clare, v. C, B. & Q. and 0., R. I. &P., rehearing 1891 800 

Day & Sons, Minneapolis, v. Illinois Central, unreasonable charges for 1886 490 

Deaf Institute, Council Bluffs, v. 0., R. I. & P., excessive 1891 792 

Des Moines Unseed Oil Co. v. C, M. & St. P., refusal to 1897 1&2 

Des Moines Northern & Western R'y Co. v. 0. *&N.-W 1895 229 

Des Moines Oil Tank Co. v. C. &N.-W., refusal, tank cars 1888 827 

Des Moines Street R. R. Co. v. C. & N.-W. , exorbitant charges, rate fixed 1892 790 

Dubuque Board of Trade v. Illinois Central et aL , refusal to 1887 743 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1887 749 

Dubuque, fuel oil switch case 1889 1002 

Farmington Coal & Mining Co. v. C, R. I. & P. .charges 1694 308 

Firmenich Mf g. Co., Marshal ltown, v. Iowa Cent, and C. &N.-W. , refusal 1890 868 

Gould, B. B., Goldfieid, v. B., O. R. &N., failure 1882 659 

Hambleton Milling Co., Keokuk, v. 0., R. &P., discrimination 1894 358 

Hampton Milling Co. , Hampton, v. Iowa Central, refusal 1890 867 

Heath, H. R. & Sons, Ft. Dodge, v. 111. Cent., discrimination 1894 164 

Heath, H. R. &8ons, Ft. Dodge, v. M. & St. L., at Sheldon 1897 60 

HeatonFuelOo , Council Bluffs, v. 0. & N.-W., exeessive charges 18S8 667 

Iowa Paint Manufacturing Co., Ft. Dodge, v. M. &St.L., excessive 1908 273 

Jones county, supervisors of, v. C. & N.-W 1888 675 

Keokuk & W. R. R. Co. v. St. L., K. & N. W. et al., exorbitant charges 1889 994 
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Switching— Con tinned. Year Page* 

Complaints concerning— Continued. 

K. &W. R. R. Co. v. 0., R. I. & P., refusal at Bevington 1899 7fr 

Lane, H. D. &Co., Tama, v. 0., M. & 8t. P., exorbitant rate 1892 864 

Little, EL J.. Lima, Ohio, v. 0., M. &St. P., refusal, of oil at Dubuque 1889, 1062, 1085 

Lyons Paper Mill Co. v. 0. & N.-W. , excessive rates on coal , 1892 865 

Maiden, T. E. , Manson, v. 111. Cent, exorbitant charges 1881 181 

Miller, A. H , Melbourne, v. 0., M. &St. Paul, refusal to 1898 21ft 

Niverlron Works Muscatine, v. B., 0. R. &N 1899 8* 

Norwegian Plow Co. , Dubuque, t. 111. Cent, refusal to 1889 1087 

Oskaloosa Water Co. , Oskaloosa, v. Central Iowa, excessive rates for 1880 590 

Ottumwa Iron Works v. C, R. I. &P., excessive charges on coal 1891 757 

Preston, W. A., Grinneli, v. C, R.I. &P., refusal 1901 47a 

Randall & Dickey, Des Moines, v. C. , & N.-W., refusal cars of implements 1892 887 

Scott, B. P., Uoldfield, v. B., C. R. &N., refusal 1898 54 

South Bide Ice Co. , Centerville, Inquiry concerning 1898 51 

Sweezy & Borman, Newell, v. 111. Cent, exoessive rates 1888 639 

Talbott, D. H., 8ioux City, v. 0., M. & St. P etal. , excessive charges 1890 884 

Thompson, Watson, Clinton, v. C. & N. -W. , refusal to 1888 088 

Townsend, B., Cedar Falls, v. IlL Cent., overcharge 1881 142 

Townsend, J. W. , Keokuk, v. O . , R. I. & P. , discrimination in, 1894 858 

Vincent, J. F., Des Moines, v. C, R. I. & P., cars to Union stockyards, 1890, 105; 1901 88& 

Western White Bronze Co., Des Moines, v. C, R. I. &P., refusal 1895 192 

Wisconsin, Iowa & Nebraska R'y Co. , Des Moines, v. 0. & N. -W. , refusal to . . . 1884 530 

Wisconsin, Iowa & Nebraska v. Iowa Northern, refusal to, and forward 1880 559 

Wolff, P. A., Cedar Rapids, v. O. &N.-W., refusal to 1893 254 

Wylie, J. 8., Davenport, v. C, M. &8t. P. , excessive charges 1890 901,920 

TAKING UP TRACK— see Abandonment of Road. 
Tariffs— 

Posting of , legislation recommended 1889 42 

Ruling of board, concerning posting of 1889 1090 

Tariff, GRARGER-~see Granger Tariff. 

Taxes, Taxation and Tax Aid— 

Discussion of law concerning ... 1884 82 

In aid of railroads, discussed 1884 82 

In aid of railroads to secure stations— see Stations. 

Rich, Geo. L., Fort Dodge, v. Ft. Dodge & Ft. Ridgely, and M. & St. L. R'ys. .... 1883 590 

Returns to be made to railroad commissioners 1878 83 

Taxation of railroad property 1878 00 

Taxation of railroads, discussed 1880 14 

Telegraph Facilities— see Station Facilities— Beloit, citizens of, v. C. , M. & St. P 1903 807 

Donnan, citizens of, v. C, M. &8t. P 1903 315 

Wadena, on , M. &8t. P.. 1908 312 

Terminal Charges— 

Huse, S. E. , Coon Rapids, v. 0., M. & St. P. , excessive on short haul of coal 1887 722 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1883 727 

Petition for establishment of at one cent per hundred 1889 1024 

Territory, Di vision of, Between Roads— see Miscellaneous; also Rates. 

Through Billing— 
Davenport, shippers of, v. R, C. R. &N., etal., West Liberty 1889 1022,1087 

Through Rates, Percentage of, allowed to local lines 1898 83 

Through Train Service— see Train Service. 

Tickets— see also Passenger Fares. 

Bogart, George, Shenandoah, v. C. , R. I. & P. , in honoring round trip tickets 1890 980 

Burns, Thomas, Breda, v . C. & N.-W. , refund paid for but not issued 1893 210 

Byram, M. W. , Fremont, v. Iowa Cent., discrimination in sale of round-trip 1891 727 

Discrimination in sale of— see Discrimination. 

Grissell, A. H., Menlo, v. C, R. I. &P., regulations concerning, limited 1890 930 
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Tile RATS-see Rates. 

Time fob Loading and Unloading Cars— see Demurrage. 
Toll, Bridge, Absorption or— see Bridge Toll. 

Tonnage— 

Earnings, on state and interstate, decrease in for 1894, compared with 1803. 1894 215 

East and we?t compared 1878 64 

From point to point in Iowa as compared with total Iowa tonnage 1898 15-20 

Failure of companies to report commodity 1878 61 

Failure to separate for different states 1878 62 

In carloads and less than carloads, comparative amount in car 1898 88 

In Iowa, increase of 1890, 26; 1891 4 

In Iowa, has reached its maximum 1888 82 

Local freight, percentage of in Iowa * 1884 81 

Percentage of 1885 28 

Tool Chests, Mechanics', Transportation or as Baggaoe— see Baggage. 

Topographical— Discussion of elevation of railroads 1879 56-63 

Tracks, Spur, Compclsort Operation or— see Spur Tracks. 

Track Scales— 

Calloway, Dr. P.. Atlantic, v O..R. I. &P 1895 238 

Denette, J. H., Randolph, v. T. &N., imperfect condition of. 1900 210 

For weighing grain and live stock. 1895 xzxvii 

8anders, W. B , Rolfe, v. C. &N.-W., conditions necessary for securing 1892 851 

TRArric Pooling— see Pooling. 

Trains Blocking Streets— see Obstructing Streets. 

Train Bulletins in Pasfengbb Depot, law in reference to 1906 242 

Train Connection— see Train Service. 

Trains Carrying Passengers to be Stopped at Platform— see also Stopping 
Trains at Platform. 

Trains, Speed or-see Speed of Trains 1889 987,108 

Train Service— see also Stopping Trains at Platforms. 
Authority of state to interfere with operation of through interstate passenger 

trains, opinion of U. 8. supreme court 1908 859 

Carriers required to furnish adequate and reasonable facilities 1891 810 

Obligation to furnish first-class service in consideration of aid received 1889 1007 

Restoration of on branch lines .... 1889 10 

Should be so arranged as to carry passengers to principal towns in forenoons and 

return in the afternoon 1891766,810 

Decision of U. 8. supreme court with reference to right of state to interfere with 

the running of through trains » 1900 869 

Discussion of through passenger and freight service 1898 6 

Discussion of stopping fast trains at small stations 1896 66 

Train Service— Complaints Concerning— 

Afton, citizens of, v. C. G. W. , insufficient mall service at Talmage 1896 86 

Albia, citizens of, v. Central Iowa, insufficient number of trains 1883 686 

Alden, F. E. Furry. ▼. Illinois Cent., stopping fast train ... 1896 94 

Allen, J. F., Vinton, v. 0., M. & St. P., petition for additional 1889 1081 

Allison, B. P., Harding, v. 0. G. W., additional 1901 528 

Alton, orossing, O. & N.-W. aodO., St. P., M. &O 1908 260 

'Aplington, citizens of, v. Illinois Central, re-establishment of night service, 

etc 1893, 219; 1896, 88; 1899 88 

Atalissa, citizens of v. C.,R. I. &P., stopping through trains 1897 7 

Aurora, citizens of, by H. J. Grlswold, Winthrop, v. O. G. W., better mail 1894 269 

Aurora, citizensof, v. C. G. W 1901 112 

Bayless, F. D., Elkader, v. 0., M. & St. P., insufl&dent 1889 1012 

Beck, W. J. R., Fc. Madison, v. St. L. K. & N. W., insufficient 1889 79 

Beck, W.J. R., Ft. Madison, v. A. T. & Santa Fe 1902 271 

Oanneld, Lee, Benson, v. 111. Central 1902 276 

Cascade, citizensof, v. C, M. & St. P., inadequate freight train service 1896 85 

Charles City, train connection at C. , M. & St. P. etal 1901 481 

C.,M. & St. P., between IMarion and Council Bluffs. 1W8 285 

29 
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ChiUloothe, citizens of, v. 0., B. AQ„ stopping through train 1000 166 

Coin, W. B.Adair of, v. O. A St. L., stopping fast train 1808 78 

Oollver, H. P., Mechanicsville, v. 0. A N.-W 1908 281 

Cone, citizens of, v. B., 0. B. AN., stopping additional trains 1880 1014 

Conger, Jas., Des Moines, v. 0., M. A St. P., insufficient 1890 116 

Corning, citizens of, ▼. 0., B. AQ., stopping trains 1891, 788; 1808 200 

Cozier, B. F. W., Indianola, v. 0. A N.-W., etal., connection atSheldahl 1887 727 

Gumming, citizens of. v. O. G. W., additional train service 1806, 124:1001 408 

Dashlell, M. A., etal., Indianola, v. O., B. I. AP 1802 860 

Davis, W. J. Harlan, ▼. 0., B.I. P., withdrawal, of, on branch lines 1880 1006 

Defiance, citizens of , etal, v. C, M. & St. P., additional train 1892 788 

DeBusk, M. B., Wiota, mail serrlce 1800 94 

DeSoto, Barlham, Dexter, citizens of, v. C, B I. A P., additionaL 1807 91 

Denison, citizens of y.O. AN.- W., petition to stop fast train 1802 788 

Dunsmore, N. Rockwell, v. Central Iowa, failure to stop at stations, etc. 1882 529 

Barlham, citizens of, v. C. , B. I. & P. , petition to stop additional trains 1886 619 

Blkader, citizens of, ▼. 0., M. A8t. P., on branch line 1897 97 

Blkader, citizens of, v. 0., M. A St. P., restoration of, on branch line. 1908 261 

Falkenhamer, Geo. Vinton, v. R, 0. B. A N 1896 66 

Forbes, Frank, Osage, ▼. C, M. &St. P. etaL, train connections 1888 684 

Furnas, W. 8., Lisbon, v. C. AN.-W. B'yOo., stopping through trains 1608 168 

Gait, citizens of, v. B., O. R. AN., stopping through trains 1902 246 

Green Bros., etal., Bast Peru, v. C. G. W. , insufficient freight 1886 119 

Greenfield, Orient, Bridgewater, Fontanelle and Masseoa, citizens of, v. 0., B. & 

Q. ( additional train service for branch line ..1891 768 

Haines, A. L. Seymour. v.C, B.I. AP 1902 2S6 

Hancock, J. T., A Sons, Dubuque, v. C. G. W., passenger 1896 171 

Hardy, Becker A Oheever of , v. B., C. B. A N 1900 111 

Hilweg, B. W., Des Moines, v.C, M. A St. P 1906 800 

Hornaday, 0. A., Udell, v. C.,B. I. A P., stopping through trains 1906 280 

Hosper, citizens of, v. C. St. P., M. AO., petition for night train service 1806 46 

Hoyt, O. N., Green Mountain, v. C. G. W., stopping train on signal 1807 116 

Hummer, George, Mercantile Co. , Iowa City, v. C, B.I. A P., insufficient 1894 816 

Jenison, E. M. Ottumwa, v. Wabash et el. , between Ottumwa and Des Moines 1896 180 

Johnston, D. G. etal., KaloJunction, v. M. A St. L , resumption of 1P03 256 

Jones, C. D., Independence, v. 0., B. I. A P., and III. Cent., Insufficient 1894 801 

Keosauqua, citizens of, v. 0., B. I. A P., petition for 1890 875 

Kirkpatrick, J. W. , Wyoming, v. . A N. - W . , carrying passengers on freight trains. 1807 151 

Kiowles, W. F., James, v. 0., St. P., M. AO., petition for local. 1893 188 

Knowles, W. F., James, v. 111. Cent, etal., Le Mars to Sioux City 1885 572 

Latty, citizens of, v. B., C. B. AN., passenger train 1887 688 

Lehigh, citizens of, v. M. O. A Ft. D., restoration of 1002 220 

Leimkuehler, Frank, Moscow, v. C, B.I. A P. , additional trains 1896 217 

Letts, citizens of, v. C. , R. I. A P. , asking that through trains stop on signal. 1908 206 

Macedonia, citizens of, v. 0., B. A Q., on account of mail 1902 268 

Marble Book, F. B. Gates, mayor of , v. B. , . B. A N. , stopping train at small station. 1808 96 

Masonville, J. W. Turley, of, v. 111. Cent., stopping through train 1896 46 

MoOallsburg, John P. Sonde, et aL , of, v . Iowa Central, branch line train servioe. . 1896 40 

MeDougall, D. J., etal., Arcadia, v. C. A N.-W., insufficient ... 1884 517 

Milo, Laoona, Ackworth, Charlton, v. C.,B. &Q 1886 164 

Moscow, F. Leimkuehler, v. C. , B. LAP., stopping train on flag signal 1901 612 

Mt. Ayr and citizens of Ringgold county, v. 0., B. &Q., inadequate. 1880 1004 

Dissenting opinion of Commissioner Dey 1889 1006 

Mt. Ayr, citizens of, v. C, B. AQ., letter from attorney-general concerning 1898 242 

Murphy, D. D., Blkader, v. C, M. ASt. P., improved 1802 864 

Numa and Centerville, citizens of, v. C, B. I. AP., additional 1801 761 

Oak Grove, citizens of , v. Iowa Central, refusal to stop trains 1000 182 

Olinger, William, Thayer, v.C, B. AQ , additional. 1804 266 

Panama and Persia, etal., citizens of, v. 0., M. ASt. P., additional 1892 788 

Persia, citizens of, etal., v. 0., M. ASt. P., additional 1802 788 

Pleasanton, citizens of, v. D. M. A K. C, additionaL 1896 180 
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Pocahontas, citizens of, et al , v. O. , R. I. & P. , on Gowrle-Slbley branch. 1906 800 

Printy, H. O., Center Point, y. B., O. R. AN., additional 1812 742 

Ralston, dtisens of, v. 0. & N. -W., stopping through trains. 1906 828 

Reynard, Joseph S.etaL, Oreston, v. O., St. P. & K. C. and O., B. &Q., addi- 
tional at Afton Junction 1891, 779; 1898 180 

Ruchte, A., Dubuque, v. 0., M. & St. P., on Volga branch 1898 20 

Rudd, citizens of, y ( C, M. &Sfc. P., stopping fast train, 1894,177; rehearing 1895 116 

Sandusky, citizens of, v. St. L. E. & N. W., stopping fast train 1894 200 

Santiago and Berwick, dtisens of. v. 0., St. P. &K. O., additional 1898 787 

Scott, J. H., Mediapolis, v. R &N. W., train to carry passengers 1892 849 

Seamans, H. W., Clinton, v. B., O. R. & N., insufficient 1890 946 

Seymour, citizens of, v. C. R. I. & P., stopping night trains 1906 848 

Shannon City, J. K. Swing, et al., of, ▼. 0. G. W., stopping fast train 1896 60 

Sidney, citizens of, v. C, B. & Q. , for stock shipments 1906 J87 

Sioux City & Pacific railroad, trail service 1901 468 

81oan, citizens of, v. 8. O. & P. , additional 1889 1072 

Snoke, D. H. etsi., Durant, v. O., R. I. &P., insufficient 1896 146 

8tanley, citizensof, ▼. 0. G. W., additional 1901 626 

Strahn, citizensof, v. O. & St. L., stopping fast train at 1899 78 

Sully, dtisens of , v. Iowa Central, insufficient 1906 286 

Talmage, dtlzensof, v. 0. G. W., insuffident mail service. 1896 66 

Templeton, citizensof, v. O., M. &8t. P., stopping train on signal 1906 889 

Tiffin and sixteen other dtles and towns on 0., R. I. & P., additional 1891 808 

Turkey River Branch 0., M. &8t. P 1896 20 

Vinton, Cunningham, T. 0., et al., of, v. B., C. R. &N., request for through 

frdght service 1900 211 

Volga Branch 0., M. & St. P 1896, 20; 1900 106 

Waterloo, train connection at 1899 75 

Wall Lake and Mondamin Branch C. &N.-W 1906 826 

Waukon, dtlzensof, v. , M. & St. P., additional 1892 782 

Waukon, dtizens of, v. O. , M. & St. P. , branch line servioe. 1906 279 

Wehde, D. 0., Berwick, v. 0. G. W., stopping certain train 1896 189 

Weihle, Wm. B., v. C, M. & St. Paul, from McGregor 1886 606 

Westgate, R. R. Robinson of, v. C. G. W., stopping fast train 1896 22 

- West Union, dtlzensof, et si., v. O., M. &8t. P., on Volga Branch 1900 106 

White, GeorgeF., Low Moor, v. C, &N.-W., additional.. 1889 1087 

Whiting, dty of, v. 8. C. & P., stopping fast train 1896 43 

Whiting, Will, Wall Lake & Mondamun branch O. & N.-W., train service on 1906 886 

Whiting, W. C, Whiting, ▼. 8. C. &P., stopping trains 1896 80 

Whitmore, Frank, Osceola, v. 0., B. &Q., insuffident passenger 1887 708 

Wilson, F. M., Templeton, v. 0., M. ASt. P., stopping ••flyer" 1898, 248; 1894 179 

Woodburn, citizens of , v. O. , B. &Q., discrimination in. 1908 228 

Yorkshire, dtlzensof, etsi., v. 0., M. &St. P., additional 1892 788 

Tramps 1878 45 

Tbanbtxb and Tbahbtzb Facilities, Chabgbb, Etc.— see also Wyes. 

Baggage, passenger or frdght, discussion of law concerning 1884 78-79 

Fogg, J. Leland, Oedar Rapids, v. 0., M. & 8t. P., ec al., charges 1892 846 

Fayette county, dtlzensof, v. 0., M. & St. P., at Donnan J emotion 1887 705 

Harris & Oole Bros., Oedar Falls, v. 0. &N.-W., 111. Cent., O., B. &Q., 0., St. P. 
&K. C. andH. &S., petition for transfer for less than carload of frdght in 

O'Brien county, near Afton, and In Ringgold county 1889 908 

Eendig, A. J., Shannon City, v. W.-F. & Go's Express, refusal to transfer at 

AftonJunction 1900 166 

Ldser, I. M. Abbott, v. B., O. R. & N., failure to furnish 1880 186 

, Louden Machinery company, Fairfield, v. C. , B. & Q. and 0. G. W. , at Alton 1896 167 

Miller, Jay D. , Ida Grove, v. C. , M. & St. P. et al. , petition for crossing 1887 765 

Nelson, Oley, etsi., v. 0. &N.-W. andC, M. &8t. P., at Sheldahl 1888 686 

Reynard, J. S., Oreston, v. C, B. &Q. andC. G. W.,at Afton Junction 1896 186 

Rodlfer, J. W., Council Bluffs, v. C. & N.-W., protest against requiring transfer 

of coal at Junction 1879 89 

Waldo & Thornley, Woodward, v. C, R.I. & P. etal., at Junction 1897 122 
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Transferring Freight— Continued. 

Beard, J. R., Oto, v. 0., M. & St. P. , .et al. , failure to transfer at Y 1906 290 

Transportation Facilities for Goal- -see also, Failure to Furnish Care. 
Transporting Freight— see Refusal to Receive and Forward Freight. 

Transportation Free for Commissioners and Secretary, see also Laws 1878 83 

Traveling Men's Sample Cases— see Baggage. 

Trespassing on Track, Danger of 1891 841 

Trespass— 

Gillis, Jas. R., Mt. Pleasant, v. St. L., K & N. W., location of ditch 1901 471 

Tucker, Horace, O . F. A 111. Cent. , on reduction of Iowa corn rates 1886 621 

UNDER CROSSING-see Crossing. 
Uniformity of Railroad Accounts— see Accounts. 

Uniform Classification, discussed 1887 4 

Union Depots— see also Stations and Joint Stations. 

At junction points, discussed and recommended 1884, 42, 78, 82 

Discussion of , by L. S. Coffin ... 1888 89 

Liabilities of companies using same 1884 82 

Legislation recommended 1889, 40; 1891 44 

Complaints Concerning— 

Adams county, citizens of, v. B., St. P. & K. C. etal., petition, near Af ton 1888 747 

Carnforth, on C. &N.-W. andO., R.I. &P 1908 278 

Council Bluffs, City of, v. all entering railways, petition for . 1892 809 

Council Bluffs, citizens of, various lines, petition for 1886 570 

Dee Moines, unsafe condition of 1898 11 

Harrison Twp., Mahaska county, citizens of, v. B. & W. &0. &N.-W., petition.. 1887 764 

Keokuk, city of, v. 0., R. I. & P., etal., petition for 1886 812 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Coffin 1886 617 

Ledyardv. B., C. R. &N., and C. &N.-W 1898 88 

Malvern, crossing of, C, B. & Q. andO. & 8t. L 1900 184 

Morning Bun, citizens, v. B , C. R &N., etal , petition for 1888 726 

Ottumwacase 1887 699 

Wheatland case 1387 756 

Unit of Rates, the oar load— see also Car Load Rates 1880 182 

Unjubt Discrimination— see Discrimination. 

Unbafe Condition of Bridge— see Bridges, Unsafe Condition of. 

Unsafe Condition of Road— 

Barnes, A. R., Albia, v. Albia & Cent 1892 739 

Bristow, citizens of, v. C. O. W. , of 8umner & Hampton branch 1892 764 

Cochran, M., Oasis, v. B., O. R. & N 1881 184 

Edwards, N. W., Moulton, v. St. L., K. C. & N 1880 64 

Employee, committee of, v. O. & St. L 1892 753 

Hotchklss, A.C., Adel, v. D. M.N. & W 1892 848 

Kasson, L. J., Des Moines, Iowa Cent 1886 658 

Sumner & Hampton, branch on C. Gh W 1892 88 

VALUE- 

Actual present cash, of road and equipment, letters concerning .... 1887 181-147 

Letters of W. O. Purdy, vie s president O. , R. I. & P. R'y Co., and discussion ... 1888 41,44-45 

Present cash, of railroad property 1888 661 

Of railroads as compared with other property 1878 66 

Viaducts— 

City council, by laws of Iowa, given fall control and jurisdiction over the streets, 

alleys and public grounds of the city 1898 162 

Commissioners have no authority to o rder where no street exists 4 — 1892 777 

Condition of in various cities 1894 160 

Expense not a factor in protecting life at crossings 1886 666 
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Jurisdiction of commissioners over, appellate of supervisory in its nature 1898 162 

Objections of abutting property owners relatively unimportant as bearing upon the 

public safety and convenience 1893 168 

Plans for construction must provide for closin g street over railroad 1894 166 

Rights of public to viaduct;, expense not to be considered 1886 666 

Complaints Concerning— 

Cedar Rapids, city of, v.B.O R. & N., et. al. , petition for, across avenue A.... 1888 742 

Cedar Rapids, city of, v. various rail ways, petition for, 1891, 801; 1901 169 

Davenport, Charles Francis, engineer, v. 0., M. &St. P., petition for. 1*94. 804 

Davenport, city of, v. 0., M. & St. P 1809 71 

Des Moines, Iowa, in matter of, on ninth street 1888,736, 1894 143 

Des Moines, in matter of, on seventh street 1888 786 

DesMoines, plans for, on seventh street, approved 1889 1079 

Des Moines, city of, v. various railways, petition for, on ninth street 1898 149 

Des Moines, on Eighteenth street 1908 209 

Fort Dodge, city of , v. C, R. I. & P. and M. & St. L., petition for 1892, 802 1900 67 

McGregor, city of , v. 0., M. &8t. P., over-crossing on highway 1889 1009 

Mason City, city of , v. Iowa Central, condition of 1908 271 

Neola, citizens of, v. 0., R.I. & P. andC.M. & St. P., petition for 1892 806 

Oelwein, city of, v. C. G. W., condition of 1899 81 

Oelwein, city of, v. C. ». W., condition of 1908 271 

O.kaloosa, city of, v. C, R. I. &P., petition for 1892 768 

Oskaloosa, city of, v. Iowa Central R'y, petition for . 1900 189 

Sigourney, Gambell, W. C, v. C, R. I. & P. . condition of 1908 819 

Walnut citizens of, v. O , R. I. & P. , petition for over headcrossing 1889 979 

Violation of Contract— see Contract. 



WAREHOUSE 8ITES-see Sites. 
Warrhoubbs, Public, should be established 1896 xxiv 

Warehouse, Usb or Cars for— see Demurrage. 

Warming Cars— Discussion of 1887, 66; 1890, 6; 1898 4 

War Ratbb— see Bate Wars. 

Water, Overflow, Drainage, Back Water. Etc. —see Overflow, drainage. 

Water For Live Stock: Wickersham, T. G. , Capron, v. C. G. W. , depriving of 

useof 1901 618 

Water Routes for east-bound freights, effects on rates 1879 70 

Watered Stock -see also Capialization and Stock Watering. 

Discussion of Ia8l, 88; 1888, 81; 1386, 66; 1887 61-58 

Earningsof, 1874to 1888 1891 86, 87 

Increaseof, byC, R. I. &P 1880 178 

Increase of , by C. , B &Q 1880 178 

Legislative control in Issuance of 1880 179 

Water wat, Obstruction of— see Obstruction and Overflow . 

Watt, James, letter of, on maintenance of carload rates 1886 47 

Weighing Association, Western, rules to govern shipments 1896 218 

Weights, Estimated— see Minimum Weights. 

Whistling at Highway Crossings— see Stock Killed, Crossing, Highway. 

Wholesale and Rbtail RATES-see also Car load Rates 1880 182 

Wholesale Houses, Number in Iowa— see Jobbers. 

Wicker, H. C. , traffic manager C. & N. - W. , on reduction of Iowa corn rates 1886 621 

YTRAOKS- 

Discussion and legislation recommended 1889 40 

Laws concerning, imperative and compulsory 1882, 429; 1887 764 

Legislation recommended 1891 44 

Will not be ordered unless required for commercial reasons 1898 171 
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Complaints Concerning— Year Page 

Adams county, citizens of, v. 0. , B. & Q. , petition for near Afton 1888 747 

Algona, citizens of, v. 0., M. &St. P., petition for 1880, 1066-1068 

Algona, citizens of, v. C. &N.-W. etal., petition for 1800, 843; 1800 166 

At wood, What Cheer Stove Co. v. O , R. I. & P. et al., petition for 1807 188 

Bevington, D. M. &K. O. v. 0., R. I & P 1807 20 

Billings, EL, Ogden, v. M. & St. L. and C. & N.-W. at Ogden 1883 666 

Brown, M. 0., et. al, Waterloo, v. O. G. W. etal 1807 80 

Budd, H. J., Knoxville, O. &N.-W. andC., B. & Q , transfer track 1884 680 

Bart, 0. J., Dubuque, v. C, M. & 8t. P. andC. &N.-W., at Clinton 1882 688 

Camfrth, What Cheer 8tove Co. , v.C, R. I. & P. et al 1807 180 

Central Iowa Coal Co. , Des Moines, ▼. D. M. & Ft. D. et al. , petition for 1884 514 

Cox & Barker, Deep River, v. O. , R. I. & P. and 0. & N .-W., at crossing 1884 601 

Diagonal, citizens of, v. 0., St. P. & E. C. and H. & 8. , petition for 1888 1068 

Fayette county, citizens of, v. O. , M. & St. P. et aL , at Donnan Junction 1887 706 

Geddings, C. 8., Kelley, v. O. &N. W., refusal to transfer oars at flheldahl 1886 680 

Hanna, J. Q., Goldfleld, v.C. & N.-W 1882 422 

Henry, W. G. etal., Emmetsburg, v. B., 0. R. & N. andC,, M. & St. P 1882 628 

Lawrence, O. S., Manning, v. O. &N.-W. andC, M. & St. P 1886 666 

Lehigh, Samuel McOlure, v. M. C. & Ft. D. etal 1887 86 

Leiser, I. M., Abbott, v. B., O. R. &N., petition for 1880 196 

Lelser, etal., Abbott, v. B., C. R. && N . and Central Iowa, for establishment of.. 1882 488 

Lohrville, Patten, M. T. of, v. C. & N. - W. , application f or 1886, 86; 1807 18 

McCoy, H. 0., Algona, v. C, M. & St. P. andC. &N.-W., atcrosslng 1886 548 

Miller, J. D., Ida Grove, v. C, M. & St. P. etal., petition for 1887 766 

OsBian, citizens of, v. B., O. R & N. and C. , M. & St. P. , petition for 1882 768 

Richardson, G. H., Belmond, v. central Iowa and B. , O. R. &N., atcrosslng 1884 670 

Robinson, C. W., Dubuque, v. C. & N.-W. and 111. Cent, at Webster City 1882 680 

Rock Rapids, citizens of, v, 111. Cent. , et al. , for transfer track 1802 782 

Seymour, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. etal., for transfer track 1802 788 

Shannon City, citizens of, v. 0. G. W 1886 88 

Smith, R. H., Holatein, v. 0. &N.-W. etal., at .Correctionville 1888 688 

Sutherland and Paullina, citizensof, v. O. &N.-W. et si 1887 764 

Sutherland and Paullina, citizens of, v. C & N.-W. et al. , order for 1888 745 

Waterloo, The Fowler Co. of, etal , v. O. G. W. etal., petition for 1800, 80; 1801 174 

Young Men's Ch bistian Association Secretaries, reduced rates for 1882 866 
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